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SENATE,
Frwaxy, February 25, 1921.
{ Legistative day of Tharsduy, February 24, 1921.)

" The Senate met at 11 o'clock 1. m., on the expiration of the
recess.
TIHE MEAT-PACKING INDUSTRY.

Mr, FERNALD, Mr, President, some fime ago there appeared
in one of the western farm papers, the Nebraska Farmer, an
article entitled “How shall the packers be regulated?” It
was inserted in the Recorp. Recently a reply has been made by
Mr, Thomas . Wilson, and in a spirit of fairness, that both
sides may be repmsented., I ask that Mr. Wilson's reply be in-
serted in the RREcorD.

Mr. EENYON. I would like to inguirve what it is a reply te.

Ar. FERNALD. It is in reply te an article inserted im the
Recorp some time ago, as to how to regulate the packers. 1
think the Semator from Iowa suggested that it be imserted in
the eI(?iEconn, and, without reading, I ask that this article be in-
serted.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection?

Mr. KENYON. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Saoot] is in the
habit of objecting to such matters going in the Recorp. I do
not know whether he wonld object to this one or not. Possibly
we ought to wait until he comes in. I shall object to it for the
present, until I examine it and see what it is.

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION,

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I desire to call atien-
tien to a very execellent article prepared by the executive com-
mittee of the mational committee for a department of educa-
tion, of which Mr. Filene, of Boston, is chairman. I could,in my
own time, read this article, but instead I nsk leave to print it as
a part of my remarks in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the matter re{'cm:d to was ordered
to be printed in the Rucozp, as follows:

“CREATE A DEPARTMERT OF EDUCATION."

FACTS ABOUT THE EDUCATIONAL BILL—THE SMITH-TOWXNEDR BILL OF THE
BIXTY-SIXTH CONGRESS,

1. Creates a department of edacation with o secretary in the Presi-
dent’s Cabinet,

II. Pmﬂd% Federal aid for edocation in the States, but prohlbits

cont
(Prepared by mational committee tors'g‘ fl\;p&rtmwt of edneatien. Feb-

rasry, 192
1. WHY SHOULD THERE BE A DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION WITH A SECHE-
TARY 1IN THE FRESIDENT'S CARINET?

A. Education is of primary importance to the Nation, and
should, therefore, receive primary recognition.

. A department of educatien would make possible the more
effective adminisiration of many of the educational activities
now distributed through several departments of the Federal
Government,

C. We should make better provision for Federal leadership
in educational research and development,

D. To accomplish a great national purpose there must be a
national center from which shall radiate national influence.

¥, A secretary of education would be in a position to partici-
pate in the preparation of the Federal budget and to recommend
what should be appropriated for the promotion of education.

. A secretary of education would assure our proper participa-
tion in the solution of international educational prol lems.

G. The above purposes can not be fully reached through either
fthe present Bureau of Education or a Federal board for educa-
tion.-

2. WILT, THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A FEDERAL DEPARTMEXT OF FDUCATION
AIEAN FEDERAL CONTROL OF EDUCATION IN THE STATES?

No; the bill says: *Courses of study, plans, and metheds for
carrying out the purpeses and provisions of this act within o
State shall be determined by the State and local educational
authorities of said State, and this act shall not be construed to
require uniformity of courses of study, plans, and methods in
the several States in order to secure the benefits herein pro-
vided: And provided further, That all the educational facilities
encouraged by the provisions of this act and accepted by a State
shall be organized, supervised, and administered exclusively by
the legally constituted State and loeal educational authorities of
said State, and the secretary of education sghall exercise no
authority in relation thereto, except as herein provided, to insure
that all funds apportioned to said State shall be used for the
purposes for which they are appropriated by Congress.”

The report (1201) of the House Committee on Bducation fur-
ther says: “ It can not be too strongly stated that this bill is to
aid and encourage, and not to control. The bill instead of grant-
ing power to the Federal Government to control education

within fhe States in the strongest possible provisions guards
against it. The-secretary of education is denied the Tight to
establish standards or to exercise any power over the conduct
of the schools. The only standards or conditions which must be
met by the States in -order to receive the benefits previded are
clearly stated in the bill. All details with respect to courses of
study, plans, and methods are left entirely to the States.,” -
8. WILL THE BILL AFFECT FRIVATE AXD PAROCHIAL SCHOOLS?

No. In order to receive an apportionment from the fund al-
lotted to equalization, which is one-balf the tetal apprepriation,
a State must see that instraction in the common-school branches
in all scheols, public and private, is in the English langnage, and
that children between 7 and 14 years of age attend some school
at least 24 weeks in the year. Further than this, Congress does
not awthorize and has no power under the Comstitution to
authorize any interference with private scheols. Im so0 far as
State laws may reguire private scheols te maintain the mini«
mum standards of public schools, then any raising of the
quality of the public schools will require a corresponding im-
provement in private schools, but this is purely a ‘State matter.

4. FOR WHAT PURTOSES IS FEDERAE ATD FPROVIDED TO TIE STATES Y THR
BILL?

A. 87,500,000 for the removal of illiteracy.

B. §7,500,000 for Americanization.

C. $20,000,000 for physical educgtion, including henlth edu-
cation and Sanitation.

D. §15,000,000 for the preparation of public-school teachers,
g B. §50,000,000 for equalizing educational opportunities in the

tates.

It shonld be noted that these amounts are not appropriated
by the bill; they are simply the maximum allotments autherized.
It is very unlikely that the whole amoeunt will ‘ever be called
for, because not every State will qualify under every section.

5. IS THR TOLICY OF PROVIDING FEDERAL AID TOR THE PROMOTION OF
STATE ACTIVITIES A NEW ONE?

No. The following precedents may be mentioned to indicate
the meeeptance of the prindiple that it is right and proper for
the State to receive Pederal aid in work of national impertance :

A, The land act of 1785 set aside Yot No. 16 in every towne
ship in the Northwest Territory for * the mamtenance of publie
schools in the said township.”

B. The ordinance of 1787 dectared that “schoels and the
means of education shall forever be encouraged.”

C. As States were ndded to the Union Congress required
them to set aside sections of land for scheol purposes,

D. In 1863 the Morrill Act established the * land-grant col-
leges ” in each State and later acts have granted large anmal
appropriations,

F. In 19017 the Smith-Hughes Act established the Federal
Board Tor Vocational Education which now distributes money
to the States for vocational education and industrial rehabilita-
tion.

F. Congress now distributes to the States about $160,600,000
a year to promote the building of roads.

6. WILL FEDERAL SUDSIDY MEAN FEDERAL COXTROL?

No; for allotments are made solely on the basis of popula-
tion and similar factors mamed in the bill. A Btate needs
only te meet the statutory reguirements set up by the bill itself,
the Secretary of Education being prohibited from exercising any
farther judgment in making allotments.

It will be observed that nowhere is power given the Secre-
tary to establish standards, and fhe requirements for aid from
the National Government are not made by him. All the stand-
ards and requirements are statutory anitl specifically noted in the
bill, and can be changed only by Congress.

7. WHY SHOULD THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT ENCOURAGE THE REMOVAL
OF ILLITERACY.

A. The gnestion of illiteracy in the Nation is both a national
disgrace nnd n national menace. .

B. The 1910 census showed 5,500,000 persons 10 years of
age or over who could not read or write any language, and
8,500,000 more who could net speak, read, or write English,

C. Practically one-fourth of the men in the draft were iHiter-
ate. Since these men were chosen by lot, we must conclude that
they represent the entire Nation fairly., and that the census re-
ports are todo eptimistic. It is to be noted that in the Army
illiteracy was determined by test, while the census figures were
compiled by declaration only.

D. SBecretary Lane estimated that the annual loss to the
Nation from illiteracy aleme at $526,000,000.

E. The Director of the Durean of Mines states that of the
1,000,000 men engaged in mining in the United States 620,000
are foreigners and 460,000 can not speak English. He statas
that the removal of illiteracy among miners would annually
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save 1,000 lives and 150,000 injuries. One-half the industrial
accidents are due to inability to read and understand danger
warnings.

F. Illiteracy is neither sectional nor racial. It is national.
It has been said that illiteracy is a southern problem. The
facts do not warrant that coneclusion. New York has 406,000
illiterates, Pennsylvania has 354,000, Illnois 168,000, and Mas-
sachusetts 141,000. Furthermore, illiteracy is decreasing faster
in the South than in the North.

8. WHY SHOULD THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT ENCOURAGE AMERICANIZATION?

A. The safety of the Nation rests in its citizens and the dan-
ger lies in the susceptibility of the ignorant to the plea of the
agitator.

B. The problem is one of dealing with adults, not with chil-
dren,

C. The persons to be reached are concentrated, to a large ex-
:?int. in one-sixth of the States, but their influence is nation-

de.

9, WHY SHOULD THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT ENCOURAGE EDUCATIOXN?T

A. The Provost Marshal General's report showed that nearly
one-third of the men examined for military service were dis-
qualified by reason of physical defects, 90 per cent of which
could have been prevented by a knowledge of simple health
rules. ;

B. The Nation as a whole is vitally interested in the develop-
ment of a physically sound people for carrying on the affairs of
home and of business.

C. In the call to military service the largest proportion of ex-
emptions for physical defects is made in the States most neglect-
ful of physical education. The States furthest advanced in this
respect necessarily make the largest contributions to military
service. The common belief that country children are more
healthy is not borne out. We need to educate children in rural
schools as well as in city schools in the fundamentals of health.
10. WHY SHOULD THE FEDERAL GOVEENMENT ENCOURAGE THE TRAINING OF

TEACHERS?

A. Three hundred thousand persons now teaching in the
United States have had no professional training whatever;
thousands of schools are closed because teachers can not be ob-
tained.

B. Large numbers of teachers move from State to State,
which alone is enough to make this a national problem.

(. There is great need for the stimulation of teacher training
in the several States.

11. WHY SHOULD THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT PROVIDE FUNDS FOR
EQUALIZING EDUCATIONAL OPFORTUNITIES IN THE STATES?

A. The wealth of one State is $14,000 for each child of school
age, while that of another State is only $2,000.

B. The greatest need for improvement in education is found
where there is the least taxable wealth,

C. The most able and aggressive persons in rural districts
gravitate toward the business centers. The wise conduct of
industrial, commercial, and political affairs, centered in cities
and sometimes in whole States, requires the proper education
of those who, while born in the country, will handle these af-
fairs in the city.

D, Wealth tenlls to become more concentrated than popu-
lation.

E. The wealth concentrated in certain centers was nof cre-
ated there. The Federal income of $86,000,000 derived last year
from the tax on the manufacture of cigarettes in North Carolina
is properly returnable to the 48 States whose purchases make
possible the cigarette industry. The same is true of manufac-
tures in other States. It may be noted that the cigarette tax
in this one State alone is nearly large enough to cover the en-
tire appropriation of the educational bill.

12, SHOULD THOSE LIVING IN WEALTHIER STATES CONTRIBUTE TO THE

EDUCATION OF CHILDREN IN FOORER STATES?

A. The evidence is perfectly clear that the States individually
can not furnish that equality of opportunity which is funda-
mental to our Government.

B. It is very much to the interest of the wealthy, industrial
State to promote education in all the States and so make a better
market for its goods. To fail to do this is to hamper the devel-
opment of every State in the Union.

C. “Equal rights for all, special privileges for none,"—
Thomas Jefferson. “ To all an unfettered start, and a fair chance
in the race for life.”—Abraham Lincoln. “A square deal for
all."—Theodore Roosevelt.

13. DOER THE PRBILL PROVIDE FOR TAKING OVER THE VARIOUS EDUCA-
TIONAL UNITS NOW IN OTHER DEPARTMENTS?

The department will include the Bureau of Education and such
other educational agencies as Congress shall determine. This
will be one of the things worked out by the Ileorganization Com-
mission just appointed by Congress.

14. WHAT PART OF THE MONEY APPROPRIATED TO THE BTATES WILL BE
TUSED FOR ADMINISTRATION OF THE ACT BY THE FEDERAL DEPARTMENTB?

Not one penny. Administration,.including research, will be
entirely covered by the $500,000 or such ofher amount as may be
voted specifically for that purpose. Every cent appropriated by
the bill for promotion of education in the States will be paid
directly to the State treasurers.

15. HOW MAY THE STATES SPEND THEIR ALLOTMEXTS?

In any way they see {it, provided they spend them wholly for
the purposes for which they were allotted, I. e., illiteracy, teacher
training, etc. The Secretary of Education is prohibited from
exercising any control over the plans, means, or methods.

18, IN WHAT WAYS ARE THE STATES PROHIBITED FROM SPENDIXG ANY
PORTION OF THE ALLOTMENTS UNDER THE BILL?

A. For the purchase or rental of land. *

B. For debts or the interest thereon.

C. For the purchase, construction, rental, or repair of build-
ings.

D. For the purchase, rental, or replacement of equipment.

17. BY WHAT MEAXS WILL THE STATES BE PREVENTED FROM WASTINO
THEIR ALLOTMENTS?

By the same means already in use in each State. The allot-
ments go directly into the State treasury and must be appro-
priated and accounted for just as other State school funds are.

15, WHAT STATUTORY STANDARDS ARE SET UP 1IN THE BILL?

To receive any portion of the fund for equalization of educa-
tional opportunities ($50,000,000), a State must establish the
following requirements and see that they are met:

A. A public-school opportunity of not less than 24 weeks.

B. Compulsory attendance at some school, public or private,
for at least 24 weeks in the year, of all children between T
and 14.

(. English the basic language of instruction in all schools,
public and private, in the common branches.

1. WOULD ANY STATE BE BARRED FROM PARTICIPATION IF ITS OWXN CON-
BTITUTION PREVENTED ITS MEETING THE THREE STANDARDS?

The bill says that in such a ecase the conditions are to be ap-
proximated as closely as the State constitution permits. No
State would be barred, unless, although permitted by its own
constitution, it refused to meet the three conditions by passing
the proper laws. - Most States have them.

20, WHAT MUST A STATE DO TO QUALIFY FOR ITS ALLOTMENT?

A. Meet the statutory requirements of the bill.

B. Appropriate for each purpose at least as much money as it
expects to receive for that purpose, but not less than it g0 appro-
priated the year before. Of course, in this amount will be fig-
ured all appropriations for the same purpose by any city, town,
county, or other subdivision maintaining public schools. The
States are now spending more than ten times the total allotment,
so that except in some cases for the special purposes, appropria-
tions would not need to be increased to qualify for the total
allotment to the State.

NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR A DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION.

Executive committee: A. Lincoln Filene (chairman), Wm. H,
Bixby, Henry Bruere, Wm. C. Redfield, and Mrs. Joseph Swan.

Other members: Mrs. Stephen Birch, Edward Bok, Franklin
N. Brewer, Asa G. Candler, Edwin T. Coman, Frank Crane,
Alvin E. Dodd, Cleveland H. Dodge, John Dolph, Guy C. Earl,
Mrs, Thomas A. Edison, Franklin S. Edmonds, Wm. E. Hall,
Miss Mary Garrett Hay, John R. Haynes, Mrs. W. S. Jennings,
Henry R. King, Sam Lewisohn, V. Everit Macy, Karl E. Milli-
ken, Mrs. Maud Wood Park, Walter Parker, Mrs. Percy Penny-
backer, George Wharton Pepper, Mrs. Gifford Pinchot, John
Poole, Mrs. Charles Sabin, Mrs. John D. Sherman, Michael H.
Sullivan, Frank Vanderlip, Harris Weinstock, Mrs. Edward
Franklin White, Mrs. Thomas G. Winter, Stephen 8. Wise, and
Matthew Woll.

JOHN HAYS HAMMOND.

Mr, PITTMAN, Mr. President, I have received a great number
of telegrams to-day from citizens and newspapers of my State
indorsing John Hays Hammond for appointment in the Cabinet
of the President elect. I realize that it is a matter I have no
influence in, but I have a very high regard for John Hays Ham-
mond, as has practically every western man, and out of respect
for the senders of these telegrams I ask leave to have printed
just two of them in the Recorp. They are short,

Mr, SMOOT. Let the Senator read them.

Mr. PITTMAN. I will read them. The first is a telegram
typical of those received from private citizens, I will simply
use this one as an illustration: 2

CARSON, NEV., February 2, 1921,
KEY PITTMAN,
Washington, D. 0.:

Urge Presldent Harding to select John Hays HHammond as a member
of his Cabinet. His world-wide fame, his surpassing ability, and, more
than all, his thorough knowledge of the necids of the Nation in this
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transition period from chaos to order and normality lly fit him
for such a position. His selection would be a splendid recognition of
the West and redound to the credit of the ad tion and be an
honor to the Nation. -

W. P, HARRINGTON,

Miss RuTH A, AVERILIL,

A. L. Cross,

Jos. A, Pmzcry,

Here is one from a newspaper, which is similar to other news-
paper telegrams:

Hon. Eey PITTMAN,
Washington, D, C.:

Overwhelming sentimen} for John Hays Hammond for place in Hard-
ing’s Cabinet. His appointment would mean much for Nevada as well
as the whole West, with whose interests you know he is in thorou.%h
accord. Urge his name to President. Hammond, with his world-wide
reputation and high standing on this coast, wouid add great strength
to the Cabinet,

Canson, NEV,, February £}, 1921,

T. D. VANDEWORT,
Editor and publisher Carson Appeal,
I will state that both Democrats and Republicans have their
names appended to the telegrams.
RELIEF OF DISTRESS IN CHINA.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 260) appropriating $500,000
to convey cereals for the relief of China may be considered at
this time. If it leads to debate, I will not pursue it. It is a
very important matter, and if it is to be passed at all, it should
be passed now and sent over to the House.

Mr., JONES of Washington. Mr. President, this is a rather
urgent measure, and if it will not lead to any discussion I ghall
not interfere with its passage.

There belng no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had
been reported from the Committee opn Appropriations with an
amendment to strike out all after the resolving clause and to
insert:

That the sum of ,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be used for the transporta-
tion in vessels of either or both the Navy or the United States Ship-

ing Board, which nse is hereby authorized, of corn in bulk and other
? products from the United States to China for the relief of their
famine-stricken people: Provided, That the

diture of this sum
ghall be under the supervision and direction of the President of the

United States: Provided further, That in view of the fact that railroads
and their employees are furnishing free transportation, farmers are
donntjntfmcum and other cereals through the American Farm Bureau
Federa , and other food products are being donated, and the Amer-
ican Committee for China ine Fund is willing to bear any and
all other expenses within the United States, no part of this sum shall
be available for the purchase of said corn and other cereals, transporta-
tion, or for any other purposes within the United States not connected
with the ocean transportation.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, the situation in China may
have been exaggerated, as some things are in newspaper re-
ports, but there is no question that there are some 14,000,000
Deople in China who are now starving. It is running around 7,000
deaths a day. The farmers of this country have offered, through
the American Farm Bureau Federation, to donate the corn and
other food products. The railroads have offered to transport
this foodstuff free to the coast. The brotherhoods and railroad
employees have offered to furnish their labor free. The other
expenses, the elevator charges, and matters of that kind, which
will amount to some forty or fifty thousand dollars, are to be
borne by the Chinese Relief Association.

The Navy has the boats, or they can be secured from the
Emergency Fleet Corporation, to convey the corn and other
cereals to China. The Chinese Relief Committee is an asso-
ciation with offices in New York, headed by Mr. Lamont, and
the President of the United States addressed some 125 letters
to different citizens of the United States, asking them to serve
on that committee. They, coupled with the farmers, have been
behind this work, and have already sent nearly a million
dollars to China to be used there in purchasing foodstufts.

That is the simple proposition, Mr. President; the Navy is
to use its fleet of boats to transport this foodstuff to China. It
may not cost this amount of money. The reservists will be
called in for the Navy. They will get the amount of training
they have to indulge in in any event. It is not only a piece of
great humanity, it is a piece of great diplomacy, for China
is one of the few friends we have left in the world. The men
who have started and carried forward this movement have
rendered a great service to hnmanity,

The Committee on Appropriations took up this question with
the State Department, and I will ask to have inserted in the
Recorp a letter received from the Secretary of State.

There beinz no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

DEPARTMERT OF STATE,
Washington, February 28, 1921,
The Hon, Francis E. WARREN,
United Siales Scnate.

Bm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate

joint resolution 260, providing for the relief of famine sufferers
a.

The famine situation in north China has been a subject of
careful investigation by American diplomatic and consular rep-
resentatives in China, and the appeals for relief that have been
issued have been based upon a knowledge of the results of that
investigation. Reports indicate that a fairly large area, cover-
ing the northern part of Shantung Province, the northeastern
part of Honan Province, the southern part of Shansi, and all
of the Province of Chihli lying south and east of Peking, is
suffering from a severe dearth of supplies of food, due to the
failure of local crops because of lack of rain. This area is very
densely populated, and all local reserves of grain were, as a
result, quickly consumed by the people, so that at the present
time they have neither supplies for food nor for seed purposes
when ihe planting season returns,

At the present time organizations at Peking, Tientsin, and
Tsinanfu, the capital of Shantung Province, arve engaged in ob-
taining supplies of grain from Manchuria and other parts of
China where the crops have been plentiful and are trans-
porting these supplies to the regions affected by the famine.
The Chinese Government and people are deing everything
that they can to assist. The population of the area affected
is not a rice-consuming population. Their main food is millet
and corn.

In connection with the work which is being done in China, I
might state for the information of the committee that the
Chinese Government is collecting on surtaxes approximately
8750,000 Mexican monthly. Additional surtaxes imposed on
import and export dutites are soon to become effective and will
furnish security for a loan which has been obtained from pri-
vate foreign banks at Peking to the amount of $4,000,000 Mexi-
can, which is to be devoted to famine relief. Free transporta-
tion is belng granted to relief workers and supplies, Large
contributions have been made by private Chinese families,
among whom the Sheng family are reported to have contributed
half a million, while President Hsu has subscribed $30,000
Mexican. To these sums should be added $500,000 United
States currency contributed by the American Red Cross and
$700,000 United States currency remitted by the American Com-
mittee for China Famine Fund. A recent report from Peking
indicates that a total of $45,000,000 Mexican is necessary to
complete the program of relief already laid out. The report
states that besides unexpended balance of funds already col-
lected, amounting to $3,000,000 Mexican, plus the estimated
future contributions from other countries, amounting to $1,500,-
000 Mexican, plus the estimated result of a local campaign re-
cently started in China, amounting to $1,000,000 Mexican, there
is left the sum of approximately $35,000,000 Mexican to be
raised for the purpose of buying food.

The reports indicate that preparations are already being
made by the organizations now working in China to cope with
any possible typhus or other epidemic which may follow this
period of distress.

The above information has been received from the American
minister at Peking; no official reports on this subject have
;‘e&ched the department through the Chinese Legation in Wash-
ngton.

From the circumstances recited above it would appear to be
very desirable to do what possibly can be done to meet the
needs of the population in this famine-stricken area, and the
department, for its part, would therefore welcome the passage
of a resolution such as the one the committee has under con-
gideration.

I have the honor to_be, sir,

Your obedient servant,
Daixermee CoLny.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, as I was not able to attend the
meeting of the Appropriations Committee yesterday, having
been in conference on the emergency tariff bill, T wish to ask
the Senator from Iowa whether the question of transportation
after the corn is delivered was considered by the committee?
YWas there any information as to whether that would be taken
care of?

Mr. KENYON. In China?

AMr. SMOOT. In China; that is, from the port of entry to the
stricken districts.

Mr. KENYON. Yes; that was gone over. There is an all-
American relief committee there, and they are the ones who
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will assist in the matter and help get the foodstuff to its desti-
nation.

Mp. SMOOT. The Senator thinks it can be done?

Mrp, KENYON. It can be done.

Mr. SMOOT. There were conflicting reports on that point,
and I wanted to know whether that guestion had been con-
sidered.

Mr. KENYON.
committee decided it conld be done.
is limited to what the President may find necessary to spend.
It may not require the amount of the appropriation.

The amendment was agreed to.

The jolnt resolution was reported to the Senate as amended,
and the amendment was concurred in.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The committee requesta te strike
out the preamble. It will be stricken out, without objection.

The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolutlon for
the relief of the famine-stricken people of China,”™

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by W. H. Over-
hne, its assistant enrolling clerk, announeced that the House had
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 15872) making appropriations for the
Diplomatic and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June

, 1922; that it had receded from its disagreement to the
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3; 4, 5, 8, 10, 11, 12,
13, 14, 18, 19, 22, 23, 26, 32, 33, 34, and 36, and agreed to the
same; that it had receded from its disagreement to the amend-

ments of the Senate numbered 27 and 30 to the bill, and had |

agreed to each thereof wiih an amendment.

the report of the committee of eonference on the di:
votes of the two Houses en the amendments of the Senate to

of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June
80, 1922, and for other purposes; that it had receded frem its.
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 3, T,
10, 12, 18, and 19 to the bill; that it had receded from its dis-

agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 9, 13, 14, |

and 20, and had agreed to each thereof with an amendment,

The message further announced that the House had disagreed |

to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15812) mak-
ing appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1922; had agreed to the conference
requested by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and that Mr. AxpeErsoxw, Mr. Macer, and Mr,
Byrxes of South Carolina were appointed managers at the
conference on the part of the House:
EXNROLLED BILLS AND JOINT nzsommms SIGNED.

The message also anneunced that the Speaker of the House |
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint reselutions, |
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice President:

H. R. 397. An act to authorize a lieu seleetion by the State of

South Dakota for 160 acres on P‘rne Ridge Indian Reservation, |

and for other purposes

H. R. 567. An act for the relier of John Chick;

H. R. 644, An act Tor the relief of Oscar Smith;

H. R. 646, An act for the relief of Perry E. Borchers because
of losses suffered, due to destruction of property and termina-
tion of contract for services because of smallpox while in the |
employ of the Navy Department in Cuba;

H. R. 1035. Anaet for the relief of the widow of Joseph C. Akin ;

H. R. 1430. An act to authorize the addition of eertain lands |
to I}b?{ Weiser National Forest, Idaho;
as ﬁl site for a pest-office building at Spring Valley, Il ;

Rmmauwmmdmuw-mtmeuseo!me,

right of way through the public lands for tramroads, canals,
and reservoirs, and for other purposes;

. R.5081. An act for the relief of James H. Adams;

H. R.5416. An act to authorize corporations m:ga.nized im the
Distriet of Columbia to change their names;

II. . 6474. An act for the relief of Herman W, Schallert;

H. R. 7573, An act authorizing payment of compensation to |
Pasquale Dolee for personal injuries;

H. R. 8535. An act to provide for the redistribution of general |

taxes and special assessmenfs due and payable on real estate
in the Distriet of Columbin, in cases of subdivision or sales of
land therein;

. R.8647. An act for the relief of the owners of the Ameri-
cnn schooner William H. Summner;

We had that before the committee, and the |
The expenditure, of course, |
(tional Forest;

2323, An get relating to the title to land to be acquired |

L

Whereu three

H. R.9028. An act to authorize the addition of certain lands:
 to the Nez Perce National Forest, Idaho;

H. R. 9702, An act granting certain lands to the city of R‘and-
' poing, Idaho, to protect the watershed of the water-supply sys-
tem of said city;

H. R. 9794, An act for the relief of Wendell Philllpq Lodge,
No. 865, Enights of Pythias;

H. R. 9840. An act for the relief of Capt. E. V. Dickson;
H.R. 10434 An aet to add certain lands to the Targhee Na-

H.R. 10598_'A.n act for the relief of the I'irst National Bank
of Sharon, Pa.;
H.R.11004. An act to grant certain lands to the board of

: trustees of the village of Downey, State of Idaho, for the pro-
tection of its water supply;

H.R.11307. An aet to amend section 5140 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States, in relation to the gualifications
of directors of the National Banking Association;

H.R. 11841, An get to amend “An act granting additional
quarantine powers and imposing additional duties upon the
Marine Hospital Service,” approved February 13, 1803 ;

H. R.13051. An act to add certain lands to the Lemhi Na-
tional ¥orest, Idaho;

H. R. 13319, An act for the relief of Wilson Certain;

H. R, 13582. An act to authorize certain homestead settlers or
entrymen who entered the military or naval service of the
United States during the war with Germany te make final proof
of their entries;

H. R, 15769. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
over the Rio Grande, between the cities of Del Rio, Tex., and

' Las Vacas, Mexico;

8. J. Res. 161, Joint resolution to exempt the New York State
Barge Canal from' the provisions of section 201 of the transpor-

The message also announced that the House had agreed to g ack, i ¥ o

H. J. Res, 215, Joint resolution authorizing the Iegal heirs of

| eertain officers: eao the U&iﬁ States Og'ast Guard who lost thellr
' lives. when the Coast Gu entter Tampas was destroyed in-
the bill (H. R. 15441) making appropriations' for the service | Bristol Channel September 26, 1918, to receive pay and allow-

' ances that would have accrued to said officers; and

H. J. Res. 465. Joint reseolution for the appointment of one
member of the Board of Managers of the National Heme for
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers.

PETITIONS AND AMEMORIALS,

Mp. WOLCOTT presented memorials af Nan G. Walsh and
| Margaret A. Murphy, of Wilmington, Del, remonstrating
f against the enactment of legislation creating a department of
education, which were referred to thie Committee on Education
and Labor.

Mr. STERLING presented a concurrent resolution of the
Legislature of South Dakota, which was referred to the Com-
| mittee on Military Aflairs, ag follows:

' A coneurrent resolution ing Congress and our Senators and
tathru- in C War Department, to use all hon-
ort Hea.de as a military hospital of the

' Whereas at the present time 16,000 dlsabled veterans of the World War
nre in dire nem‘.l oc! h.oap facilities and medical attention, and
are also a of such veterans in need of supervised
mem'cni attmdon ant! D&mmmw to recuperate and convalesce under
the most favorable health conditions; and
arate inspections and examinations of Fort Meade
made the year 1920 by eminent representatives of the
Public Henlth the last of which was made by Asst, Burg.
Gen. Stimpson, of the Public Health Service, all of which repor
gheon ded the use of Fort Meade Ly the Public Health
ervice ; an

“’herm the- Publlc Health Seryice, by reason of those Investigations and
?oritg, endeavored to secure from the Becretary of War a transler

ost fm- their Em&a and
| Whereas ted in the tenth public health distric
in' which tbere is no ce_ntral hospifal, bell:g !lm.ltetl‘ entirely to surgic
accommodations at Minneapolis, Minn, ; : an
Wherm it is now cost‘lng the Government $5,000 s month to malntaln
t, withoot any tangible beneflt Government ; and
Whemu !J‘ort Meade lw.s the fnll.ow!ng ouﬁtan.dlng characteristies and
qualifications for such a hospital cen
It has its own water supply of tho ﬂnest and purest water in the

United States;
It is well equipped with $2,000,000 worthy of modern buildings;
It has excellent rallway taclli_ties -
It has 1,800 square miles of Government land available for any

pnrgose:

ia the hical center of the tenth district of the Pablie
ITealth: Bervice

Whereas it is the healthlest post in the service of the United States
Army, as shown by the records of the Surgeon General: Now, there-
forey b Yan of fairness to the men whase lives were offered to

gave onr Government in jts greataest , and In order to save the

lives of ﬂmne who are even now suffering for the lack of adequate

nuapin& . Be it

Legislature of the State of Bouth Dakota, That we
fmmr the d&mtlﬂn of and mﬁuﬂr e Congress of the United
States and the Wi lrtmmttcmm steps as are DeCeSSATY
for the immediate use oﬂp Fouvt Meade, and we earnestly request our Sen~

'ﬂ

te:
riet.
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ators and Representatives in Congress to employ thelr best efforts to
that end. Be it further

Resolved, That an engrossed copy of this resolution be gent to the
Congress of the United States and to our Senators and Representatives
in Congregs and to the Secretary of War by the secretary of the senmate.

- CARL GUNDERSON,
President of the Senate.

. B. BLAKE,
Becretary of the Senate,

. 0. BERDAHL,
Hpeaker of the House.
RIGHT TARBELL,
Chief Clerk of the House,
Mr. STERLING presented a concurrent resolution of the

Legislature of South Dakota, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Interstate Commerce, as follows:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
BraTE oF HourH DAKOTA,
BECRETARY’'S OFFICE,

I, C. A. Burkhart, secretary of state, do hereby certify that the
annexed bill, to wit, concurrent resolution, was dul& sed by the
seventeenth session of the Legislature of the State of South Dakota, ap-
2&070{1 by the governor, and that the same is now in full foree and

eect.

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the
g;’ea{:ﬁséefl of the State of South Dakota at the city of Plerre February

[SEAL.] C. A. DURKHART,

Secretary of State.

A concurrent resolution memorializing Congress to amend the trans-
portation aect, 1920, so as to eliminate therefrom the rule of rate
making, and so as to preserve to the States control of intrastate
affairs of common carrlers.

Whereas by the provislons of section 15a of the trnns%:rtatiou act,
1920, approved February 28, 1920, the Congress of the United States
prescribed, * That durlog the period beginning March 1, 1920, the
commission shall take as such fair return a sum equal to 5 per
cent of such aggregate value, but may, in its discretion, add thereto
a sum not to exceed one-half of 1 per cent of such aggregate value
to make provision, in whole or in rdp“t' for improvements, better-
ments, or equipment, which, according to the accounting system
prescrh)ed by the commission, are chargeable to capital account,”
and thereby enacted a rule of rate ma.ktmi. so called, to be observed
by the Interstate Commerce Commission In exercising Its power to
Brescrlhe just and reasonable interstates rates; an

‘Whereas the result of such rule of rate making, so called, is practically
to fuarautee to common carriers annual net earnings from operations
and to remove the incentive for care and economy and expenditures
for operations; and

Whereas the tgol]cy embodied In such rule of rate making is, in the
opinion of the Leglslature of the State of South Dakota, detrimental
to the public interests; and

Whereas by several Bprovislons of the transportation aect, 1920, ap-
Broved ebruary 28, 1920, the Congress of the United States vested
road powers in the Interstate Commerce Commission, which that
commlission is attempting to exercise with a view to controlling
interstate commerce and the instrumentalities thereof and with a
view to preventing diseriminations against and burdens upon inter-
state commerce in such a way as to deprive the several States of
their right to regulate, under the police imwers, intrastate rates,
services, and facilities, and the local affairs of common carriers:
“Therefore be it
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Routh

Dakota (the Senate concurring), That the Islature of the State of

Bouth Dakota hereby petitions and memorializes the Congress of the

United Btates so to amend the transportation act, 1920, as to eliminate

therefrom the rule of rate making, so called, and to so define and curtail

the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission as to protect and
reserve the powers of the several State commissions with relation to
ntrastate rates, services, and facilities, and the local affairs of common
carriers within the States; and be it further
Resgolved, That the secreiary of state of South Dakota be, and he is
hereby, directed to transmit a certified copy of this resolutfon to each
United States Senator and each Representative in Congress of the State
of Bouth Dakota. L i
CARL GUXDERSON,
President of the Senate.
A. B. BLAEE,
Seo-remn{aa)' the Benate,
C. 0. BERDAHL
Speaker of the House.
RIGHT TARBELL,
Chief Olerk of the House.

Mr. STERLING presented a concurrent resolution of the
Legislature of South Dakota, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor, as follows:

A concurrent resolntion requesting the Congress of the United States to
enact national legislation to provide for Government review and ap-
proval of moving-pleture film to be used in interstate commerce amd
showing to the publlie.

Be it resolved by the House of Repyesentatives of the State of Bouth

Dakota (the Senate concurring) :

oWVhereas there is a widespread aglitation for a_ better supervision of
movil:ng pii:tures which are to be shown in places of public amuse-
ment ; an
Wkereas there is now no Government regulation for review and approval
fﬁesgﬁﬂlﬂjfnaﬁ% be transported in interstate commerce and shown to
Whereas State review and legislation interferes with and makes a bur-
den on the loeal exhibitor instead of correcting the subject at the
gource of production : Therefore be it
Regolved, That we petition the“(:ongress of the United States to enact
such remedial legislation as will require the producers of all moving
pictures calculated to be offered for transportation in interstate com-
merce and showing to the public to be reviewed b% a legal board under
authority of Congress to the end that all such films may have legul
approval for public showing uniformly in public places of amusement

within the States and Territories of the United States and not be sub-
ject to individual, local, or State restriction.

Resolved, That the secretary of state be instructed to send a copy
of this memorial to each of the Representatives from fhe State of
South Dakota In the Congress of the United Btates and to the presid-
ing officers of the House and Senate of the United States Congress,
and to each legislative assembly now convened and in session In the
varicus States of the United States.

Cirn GUNDERSOXN,
President of the Senate,
A, B, BLAKE,
of the Senate.
C. 0. Berpnaur,
Speaker of the House.
WRIGHT TARBELL,
Chief Clerk of the House.

Mr. STERLING presented a concurrent resolution of the Leg-
islature of South Dakota, which was referred to the Committee
on I'inance, as follows:

A concurrent resolution memorializing Congress and our Senators and
Representatives in Congress to use all honorable means to secure the
passage of the Rogers bill, known as H. R. 14961, for the establish-
ment the Interior Department of a bureau of veteran reestablish-
ment, and for other purposes.

Be it resolved by the Benate of the State of South Dakota (the House
of Representatives concurring):

Whereas proper facilitles for the care and treatment of war veterans
suffering from disabllity or wounds incurred in the service have not
been provided by the Federal Government out of the money appro-

riated by Con{gress for that purpose; and

Whereas many of such veterans are now being sent by the Government
to local asylums, almshouses, and sanitariums operated for ﬁ'ﬂ""m

ain, and which in many Ingtances are unfit as places in which to
rnish such care and treatment; and

Whereas the RgFers bill, known as H. R. 149861, now before Congress
for consideration, Provldes for a consolidation of the several Govern-
ment agencies dealing with such matters, and provides for the effi-
cient administration of the funds appropriated by Congress for such
purposes : Therefore be it
Resolved the Legislature of the State of South Dakota, That the

Congress of the United States and our Senators and Representatives in

gress be, and are hereby, urged to use all honorable means at their
command to bring about the passage and approval of the said Rogers bill
at the earliest possible date in order t such veterans may receive
care and treatment In proper institutions through the consolidation of
the several Government agencies dealing with such relief into the one
bureau to be known as the bureaun of veteran reestablishment as pro-
vided for in said Rogers bill. Be it further
Resolved, That an engrossed copy of this resclution be sent to the
Con of the United States and fo our Senators and Representatives
in dongress by the secretary of the senate.
CARL GUNDERSOXN, .
President of the Senate.
A. B. BLAKE,
Recretary of the Renate.
C. O, BERDAHL,
Spraker of ths House.
RIGHT TARBELL,
Chief Clerk of the House.

Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the Legislature of
Montana, which was referred to the Commitiee on I"ublic Lands,
as follows:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Rtate of Montana, 8s:

1, C. T. Stewart, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do
hereby certify that the following is a true and correct copy of an act
entitled “A memorial to the President and to Congress of the United
States for the setting aside of certain lands covered and known as
‘The Gates of the Rocky Mountalns' into a national monument and
withdrawing the same from entry,” enaeted by the seventeenth session
of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, and a(});iroved by
ifg;n;?h M, Dixon, governor of sald State, on the 21st day of February,

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the
great seal of said Btate,

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of sald Btate, this 21st day
of February, A, D. 1921,

[8EAL.] C. T. STRWART,

: Becretary of Htate,

A substitute for house joint memorial No. 8 introduced by committee on

Federal relations,

A memorial to the President and to Congress of the United States for
the setting aside of certain lands covered and known as * The Gates
of the Rocky Mountains” into a national monument and withdraw-
ing the same from entry.

Be it resolved by the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana
that the following memorial Dbe adopted: Your memorialists, mem-
bers of the Seventeenth Lesislative Asgembly of the State of Montana,
in regular sesslon assembled, the senate and house concurring, respect-
fully represent:

Whereas within the boundaries of sections 18, 19, 30, and 31 of town-
shH) 13 morth of runfe 2 west, and sections 10, 11, 12, 13, 24, 25,
and 35 of township 13 north of range 3 west, and the north one-
half of section 1, township 12 north of range J west, of Montana's
principal meridian, are contained the tower n;f rocks with the Mis-
souri River flowing between, and forming a famous and historical
canyon named by the explorers, Lewis and Clark, as, " The Gates of
the Rocky Mountains'; and

Whereas the same presents a distinctive and magnificent example of

western scenery which shounld be preserved and protected in its pres-,

ent state unfo the foture ages; and
Whereas the withdrawing of the same from entry and settlement would
be no interference with the agricultural or other productive activities
in the vicinity : Therefore be it
Resolved by the IHouse of Representatives of the Seventeenth Legisia-
tive Assembly of the State of Montana, in regular session assembled,
the senate concurring, That we do hereby petition the President of the
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United States to cauvse the said “ Gates of the Rocky Mountains” to
be withdrawn from entry and settlement and set aside as a nafio
jmonument, and that the Congress of the United States take such action
'as will cause the same to become a tual pational monument .
be pl'cservcd unto the future ages for the benefit of all the people of
lour land; be it further
! Remhmd That the secretary . of ﬁle State of Montana forward a
‘eapy of this memorial to the President of the United States, to the
Secremr_v of the United States Benate, to the Clerk of the House of
Representatives of the United States, and to each United States Senator
md Member of the House of Representatives from the State of Mentana.
Percy F. DopDs,
Bpeaker of the House pro tem m
NELSON RY,
President -af the Hmwu.

Approved February 21, 1921,
JosEpE M. DixoX, Gevernor.

Filed for record February 21, 1921, at 11.50 o'clock a. m.

C. T. BTEWAR
Becretary of étate

Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution of the military commit-
\tee of the Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, of Cleveland, Ohio,
favmi.ug legislation creating a bureau of veteran reestab]l:sh-

ent in the Interior Department, which was referred to the

\Committee on Finance.
i He also presented a resolution of Local Unlon No. 8208 of
tFarmers’ Union, of Judsonia, Ark., favoring legislation to pre-
vent gambling in grain products which was referred to the
Conlmittee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. BALL presented memorials of Nan G. Walsh and Mar-
|garet A. Murphy, of Wilmington, Del., remonstrating against the
lenactment of legislation creating a department of education,
+whjch were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor.
| Mr., WILLIS presented a resolution adopted at the Alum
|,0reek Quarterly Meeting of the Friends' Church, of Columbus,
Ohtip, favoring the enactment of the so-called Jones-Miller bill,
fprohibittng the export of opiates, etc., which was referred to the
(Committee on Finance,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,
| My, POINDEXTER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 15975) making appropria-
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1922, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments and
submitted a report (No. 816) thereon.
| Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Claims, to which

'was referred the blll (8, 2120) for the relief of eertain officers’
;in the United States Army, reported it with an amendment and’

submltted a report (No. 817) thereon.
BILLS INTRODUCED,

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
| consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. WOLCOTT :

A bill (8. 5037) to enlarge, extend, remodel, ete., public build-
‘ing at Dover, Del.; to the Gommittee on Pubhc Buildings and
I Grounds.

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland:
. A bill (8. 5088)_to amend and reenact subdivision (a) of sec-
[tion 209 of the transportation act, 1920; to the Committee on
Inter:stata Commerce.

AMENDMENRT TO ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL.
Mr, HENDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be
‘proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill, which was
tordered to lie on the table and be printed, as follows:

On paga 17, line nrtv.r th bera 1z2 1920." substitute a commu
|for od and add the to prohibit the enlistmen
- ;uidi n thereto of }:lying Cadets to the number now authoriud
)

{CHRISTIAN FEOPLES OF THRACE, CONSTANTINOPLE, AND ANATOLIA.
Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 463),

;which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations:

' Whereas the treaty of Sevres, which settled the terms of peace with the
Turks, made territorial a.(ﬁuahmm in the interest the aﬂan
populations of eastern andmmmdspnrﬂcuh:l €x-
tended the boundaries or Greece to Include Thrace, Smyrn the
Agean Islands, thus restoring in pnrt the anclent Greek national ter-

ritories ; and
Whereas the Government and paople of the United States have always
tnken a friendly interest in the Greek peo and in the restoration
ancient liberties and national terrl ries ; and
Wharm itispmblamr’.l‘nrks and mon-Christian peo; to fully
oy personal m% and Tity under Greek law
and Bovereignty, and it lmpomﬂl or other Christians
o enjoy pernonnl iziousuhertyornecnrity under Turkish
dom!mﬂon
Whereas £ éhmunn and non-Christlan nations are so int in

the rag‘hms of Thrace, Consl:lnthmplc. and Anatolia that territorial
ﬁ;lbmdar can not be arranged to strictly follow ethnic or national
es;

Whereas the trrmt{h:t Bevres mﬁe territorial dispositions which prop-
eriy p rights af t Christian peoples and made due
slon to secure fhe pesrnnnnl and religious liberty of the Turkish

and non-Christian popnlnﬂ.on, and

[}

Whereas the Turkn are demanding the restoration of thelr régime In
Thrace, Constantineple, and Sm and for this put se are asking
ﬁgaﬁ: the treaty of Sevres be r sed in thelr interest : vow, therefore,

Regolved, That it 1s the sense of the Senate of the United Btates

that there be no revision of the treaty of Sevres which will in any-
‘wise .diminish or mtrll:t the tnrritorles awarded to Greece, or which
will diminish or restrict the rights liberties of the Ci:rlathn peoples

within the former Turkish Em ire ana that the Senate expresses the
hope that the supreme of the allies and the council of the
Lengue of Naﬂm will give paramount consideration to the rights,
liberties, and Interests of the Christian peoples of Thrace, Constanti-
nople, and Anatolia, andl will not permit any restoration of intolerable
m’sn dominion over them, but that the liberties achieved for them
the victory of the Allies over the Turks and incorporated in the

treuty of Bevres will be entirely established and perpetuated

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS—CONIFERENCE REPORT,
Mr. TOWNSEND submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
15441) making appropriations for the service of the Post Office
Department for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1922, and for
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 5, 6,
8, 16, and 17. :

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 11, 15, and 21, and agree
to the same.

“The committee of conference have not agreed mupon the

amendments of the SBenate numbered 3, 7, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 18,

19, and 20.
- CuHAs, B. TowNSEND,
Geo. H. Mosgs,
Lawresce C. PaIPPS, .
J. €. W, BECKHAM,
CraArLES B. Hmvnmon
Managers on the part of the Smato.
MarTIN B, MADDERN,
Caas. ¥. OcpEN,
1. E. HorrAnD,
Managers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I ask to have the action ot ‘the House of
Representatives read.

The reading clerk read as follows:

Ix TaE HovskE oF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UN?’:D Sd:ﬂts,

sbruary 2§, 1921,

Resolved, That the House recedes trom its ent to the
amendments of the Senate numbered 3,
bill (H. R. 15441) entitled “An act mahng appmpriatjuns for the
serwlae the Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending J

1922, and for other purposes,

!I'mt the House reoedea from its eement to Senate amendment
numbered 9, and agrees to the same with the following amendment:
Strike out all or the matter inserted by sald amendment commencing

thn wo!d * Provided,” in line 12, and insert in leu thereof the

“ Provided, That postal employees und substitute postal em-

%3@&3 w‘ho served in the mili e, or naval service of the

ted Btates during the World far and have not reached the maxi-

mum gra(se of salary shall racelva credit for all tlme served in the mili-

or maval service, on the basis of one day's éredit of

tﬂl.:gt hours fn the Postal Service for each day served in the military,

marine, or naval and be promoted to ‘the grade to which such

employee or wbsurute postal employee would bave progressed

hls or! al appointment as substitute been to grade one. The

pmvisiona herein shsl.l be effective as of date of passage of the original
act of June 5, 1020."”

That the House recedes trom its disagreement to Seml.te ‘amendment
numberad 138, and agrees to the same with the following amendment :
In licu of the matter lmrted bg “the said amendment insert the follow-
w‘?‘ o the Postmaster General may contract

any mdlvldu nrm or corporation for the transportation of mail
by alrplane between such points as he may deem advisable and desig-
T case such transportation service is furnished at a cost not
ter than the actnal cost of the same serviee by rail, and shall pay

r out of the npprcpriatiou ror inland transportation by rallxoad_

'I‘hat the House recedes frnm its disagreement to Senate amendm:ent

numbered 14, and ag'rees to the same with the fonowi
In Ileu of the sum named in said amendment insert * 0,000."

That the House recedes from its disagreement to amendment -of

Benate mumbered and agrees to the same with an amendment

ag follows: In line after * proper,” lnsert *: Provided, That the sald
commission shall not expend a mntﬂr sum than $£150,000 during the
flscal year 1922

Mr, TOWNSEND. I move that the Senate concur in the
House amendments to the Senate amendments numbered 9, 13,
14, and 20,

The motion was agreed to.

The VIOCE PRESIDENT. Does that end it?

Mr, TOWNSEND. That ends it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is passed.

3835
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Mr. LODGE submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the

two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.:

15872) making appropriations for the Diplomatic and Consular
Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, having met,
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numhered 8, 20,
and 35.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 15, 21, and 24, and agree to the
same. - -

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered: 6, and
agree to-the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed insert * £379,000"”; and the Senate agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and
agree to the same' with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed insert * $403, *: and the Senate agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter inserted by said amendment insert “$5,000"; and Lhe
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede trom its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the
sum proposed insert “$18,000"; and the Senate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from- its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out
all of the matter inserted by said amendment commencing with
the word “ Provided,” in line 7, and insert in lien thereof the
following : “ Provided, That the deed of transfer of said prop-

" erty to the United States shall be unconditional and free from

encumbrance and shall convey such estate as may be held by
the said J. Pierpont Morgan: And provided further, That the
property is held on freehold tenure and not on customary London
ground lease " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert “ $1,874,500 7 ; and the Senate agree to the
same,

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert * $1,909,500 " ; and the Senate agree to the
same,

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the sum proposed insert “ $1,400,000"; and the Senate agree
to the same.

" The committee of conference lmve not agreed upon the follow-
lng amendments: Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 9,710, 11, 12, 13, 14, 18, 19,
22, 23, 26, 27, 30, 32, 33, 34, ‘and 86.
H. C. Lo,
W. E. Boran (by H. C. L.),
CLAUDE A. SWANSON,
Managers on the part of the Senaie.
Joux Jacor ROGERS,
J. A. ELsTON,
Jxo. H. SMmALL,
¥ Managers on the part of the House.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
conference report.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question? y:

Mr. LODGE. Certainly.

Mr. POMERENE. As I understood from the reading of the
report, it is stated that the Senafe has receded from certain
amendinents. What are those amendments?

Mr. LODGE. 1 have not a copy of the bill at hand, but I
will say to the Senator that we receded from the amendment
in relation to the Ellen M. Stone ransom fund, That is one of
the amendments in which I know the Senator is interested.
The House, however, simply would not accept it. On amend-

ment No. 8 we receded. That amendment involved merely an
increase in the appropriation for clerks at embassies and lega-
tions. Amendment No. 20 involved an increase in the appro-
priation for the international joint commissions. Amendment
No. 35 related to the Ellen M. Stone ransom fund, as I remember,

Mr. POMERENE. May I ask the Senator what was done
with respect to the amendment proposing an increase in the
allowanee for clerk hire in the Consular Service?

Mr. LODGE. We compromised on that. I can give the Sena-
tor all the figures, if he desires them.

Mr. POMERENE. I am not particular as to that; I will look
lli'nto the matter later, I do not intend to interpose any objec-
tion——

Mr. LODGE. There is a message from the House in connec-
tion with the conference report, although it will not show ex-
plicitly some of the compromises which have been reached.

Mr. POMERENE. I do not intend to interpose any objection,
because I think I realize some of the difficulties which con-
fronted the Senator and the other conferees.

Mr. LODGE. It is an extremely complicated matter to get
through a conference report under the conditions imposed by
the present rules of the House of Representatives. In the
simpler language of an older day, I should say that a complete
agreement has been reached. The conference report shows there
were 36 amendments, including 3 trifling amendments, put
on by the Senate. They consisted for the most part of original
House provisions which we restored, but 22 of them in disagree-
ment were taken back to the House of Representatives, and
after four hours that body agreed to all the conferees had done
except .as to 1 small amendment.

Mr, POMERENE. May I ask the Senator further What was
done with respect to the amendment relating to the purchase of
embassies?

Mr. ‘LODGE. The House receded from its disagreement to
that amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The guestion is on agreeing to the
conference report.

The report was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
the action of the House of Ht’]ﬂ'{-“?ﬂl‘lltﬂﬂ\-t’b on the bill, which
the Secretary will read. +

The Assistant Secretary read as follows

Ix THE HoUSE 0F REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITI.‘I- STATES,
February 24, 1921,

Resolved, That the HHouse recedes from Itq disagreement to the
amendments of the Senate numbered 1. 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 11,12, 13, 14,
18, 19, 22, 23, 26, 32, 33, 34, and 36 fo the bill (H. R. 15872) entitled
“AD act making npproprlntienn for the Diplomatie and Consular Sery-
fce for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1922, and agrees to the same,

That the IHouse recedes from its disagreement to the' amendment of
the Senate numbered 27, and agrees to the same with an ameéndment
as follows : Strike out line 4 of the matter inserted by said amendment
and all of line 5 of such matter np to and including the word ' para-

l’: " and in lieu thercof insert the following: * suitable ha.llhlml,"l
or bulldings and grounds, for embassy, legation, and conzular purposes,
geparate or combined, in any clty sneclﬁed in conmection with the fore-
2o nﬁ appropriation of $£300,000."

at the House recedes from its ¢lsagreement to Senate amendment
numbered 30, and agrees to the same with the fellowing amendment :
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert * $250,000."

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate agree to the amend-
ments of the House to the amendments of the Senate numbered
27 and 30.

The motion was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That winds the matter up?

Mr. LODGE. That makes a complete agreement.

The VICE PRESIDENT. So the Chair understands; and
the bill is finally passed.

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I move that the
Senate resume the consideration of House bill 15935, the unfin-
ished business, and I ask that the bill may be read.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, resumed  the congideration of the bill -(H. I
15035) making appropriations for the construction, repair. and
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors and
for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read.

The Assistant Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums are appropriated, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise nppropriated, to be imme-
diately -available, and to be expended under the direction of the Secre-
tary of War and the supervision of the Chief of Engineers, as follows:

For the preservation and malntenance of existing river and hnrl-or
works and for the prosecution of such projects heretofore anthorized
usrmo%% ‘I]J‘eomoat desirable in the interests of commerece and navigation,

1 ]
$ For examinations, surveys, and contingencies for rivers and harbors
for which there ma} be no srooial appropriation, $250.000: Provided,
That no part of this sum shall be expended for any grc-]lminary exam-
ination, survey, project, or estimate not aythorized by law.
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Mr. HARRISON. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill.
On page 2, line 4, I move to strike out * $15,000,000  and insert
in lieu thereof ** $33,000,000."

Mr, McNARY. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. HARRISON. I ylield.

Mr. McNARY. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll

The reading clerk calléed the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ball Harris MeNary Sm!th 8.c
Brandegee Harrison Moses moot.
Calder Heflin Myers 8 neer
Capper Henderson Nelson ~ Stanley
Chamberlain Jones, Wash, New Sterlin,
Culberson ello Overman Sutherland
Cummins Kendrick wen omas
Curtis Kenyon Phipps Townsend
Dial Keyes Pittman Trammell
Dillingham King Poindexter Underwood
Elkins Kirby Pomerene Wadsworth
Fernald nox Ransdell Walsh, Mass.
Fletcher La Follette Robinson Walsh, Mont.,
ay root Sheppard Willis
Gerr ge Simmons Wolcott
Gooding MeCumber Smith, Arlz.
Gronna McKellar Smith, Ga.
Hale McLean Smith, Md.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Sixty-nine Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. The question is on
the amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. HARRISON. DMr. President, I had hoped that some
member of the committee who had voted in favor of recom-
mending the amount carried in the bill would say something
to justify the very small appropriation which has been recom-
mended by the Committee on Commerce for river and harbor
improvements for the next 18 months, but it seems that no
member of the committee is willing to defend the action of
the committee or to attempt to justify the $15,000,000 proposed
to be appropriated in a lump sum to carry on river and harbor
improvements until July, 1922.

The amendment which I have offered proposes to strike out
$15,000,000 and to substitute $33,000,000. Some one may won-
der why I have asked that the sum of $33,000,000 be substituted
for $15,000,000. The answer is very distinctly and succinetly
stated in the last paragraph of a letter written by Maj. Gen,
Lansing H. Beach to the chairman of the Committee on Com-
merce, the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones], on February
5, 1921. The Senator from Washington propounded to Gen.
Beach the following specific question :

What, in your judgment, is the lowest possible sum that will meet
the needs of our commeree during the coming fiscal year? If a

reater sum than $15,000,000 is required, state the minimum sum you
f hink we will ne«d, and glve the reasons i:herefor, and state what work
shoald be done that can not be done with $15,000,000 and the amount
already on hand.

Of course, $15,000,000 was the amount that had been appro-
priated by the House for river and harbor improvements during
the coming 18 months. Here is the answer of Gen. Beach, and
I =sincerely hope that those Senators in whose States rivers and
harbors are located will listen to the answer of Gen. Beach,
given in reply to the question of the chairman of the committee,
and if that answer can justify a vote against the amendment
which I have proposed, then Senators may answer to their con-
stituents for their action.

The answer of Gen. Beach is as follows:

My opinion as to the total amount which should be provided is
stated in a letter dated January 29, 1921, to Hon, John H, Small—

I shall read that letter later—

in reply to speclﬂc e&ueﬁtious asked by him, a copy of which letter and
reply was furnis ou. While the river and harbor appropria-

tion bill was under consideration by the subcommittee of the Appro-

priations Committee during Janualg Gen. Taylor worked with the
committee for about two weeks, and during that time every item of
the estimates was given searching investigation.

That was in connection with a recommendation of $57,000,000
for the next 18 months for river and harbor improvements,
and anyone who will take the time to read the testimony of
Gen, Taylor before the House Rivers and Harbors Committee
will be foreced to the conclusion that Gen, Taylor justified every
recommendation made by the Engineer's Office for the whole
sum of $57,000,000, but the letter goes further. Gen. Beachsays:

As a result of this careful conslderation I am satisfied that the
minimum amount which should be appropriated is $33, 0. This
allows only for the prosecution of the work urgently necemry and at
a very moderate rate,

So I can not understand the reason which actuated the
Committee on Commerce in reducing the amount of $33,000,000,
which was suggested by Gen. Beach as the very smallest pos-
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sible amount that was needed and that should be allowed
“for the prosecution of the work urgently mecessary and at
a very moderate rate”; yet we find that the amount which
was considered necessary by the engineers has been reduced
from $33,000,000 to $15,000,000. There is not a project in the
whole United States that will not suffer and upon which there
will be done from two to four times less work with the reduced
appropriation of $15,000,000 than would be done if the
$57,000,000 appropriation originally recommended by the de-
partment to the House Rivers and Harbors Committee were
allowed,

If I am mistaken in the suggestion, I hope the Senator from
Washington will correct me, I also trust he will listen to me
on this proposition, because no one attempts to justify it, and
I desire to elicit some answer from members of the committee
touching this matter. I am interested in it because there are
harbors in my State which have been filled up for the past
six years because of inadequate appropriations. I ecan see
that the commerce of the country is greatly affected by lack
of proper provision being made for the maintenance and care
of river and harbor improvements; I can see that the nig-
gardly policy that has been pursued by the Congress in failing
to appropriate adeguate sums is affecting commerce, and,in
my opinion it is a species of economy, or pretended economy,
that works wastefulness instead of actual economy.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr, President—

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Washington.

Mr, POINDEXTER. What was the answer of the engineer
as to the amount required? I did not hear the answer that he
gave to the question.

Mr. HARRISON. I will say to the Senator from Washington
that this was in answer to the question that was propounded
by the chairman of the Commerce Committee of the Senate, as
follows:

What, in your judgment—

Says the Senator from Washington [Mr. Joxes] to Gen.
Beach—
is the lowest possible sum that will meet the needs of our commerce
during the coming fiscal year, and if a greater sum than $15,000,000
is required state the minimum sum you think we will need and ghre
the reasons therefor and state what work should b¢ done that can
not be done with $15,000,000 and the amount already on hand?

The last clause of the answer is:

As a result of this eareful consideration, I am satisfied that the mini-
mum amount which should be apj roprlated is $33,000,000. This al-
lows only for the zi»ronecut!on of the work urgent!y necessary and at
a very moderate rate

A Member of the Senate who is not fortunate enoungh to be
on the great Commerce Committee of the Senate is in a very
disadvantageous position. There are no printed reports of
hearings before that committee. There are no data on which
such a Member can base the actions of the committee, and so
we are just groping in darkness so far as our actions are con-
cerned. I have read, however, the hearings before the House
Rivers and Harbors Commitiee; I have read the communica-
tions and recommendations of the War Department to the Con-
gress of the United States, and I know what the action of the
Congress has been for the past few years in failing to provide
adequate appropriations for river and harbor improvements.

I need only call the attention of the Senate to the fact that
last year the War Department recommended an appropriation
of $43,000,000 to carry on the river and harbor work for the
then coming year, and that the House of Representatives re-
duced that amount to a lump sum of $12,000,000, and it got to
the Senate and the Senate discussed and considered the mat-
ter. The Senate Committee on Commerce recommended that
that sum be increased $8,000,000, raising the $12,000,000 to a
lump sum of $20,000,000. An amendment was adopted on the
floor of the Senate making it $24,000,000. It passed by a fairly
large majority; it went back into conference, and by some hyp-
notic influence exercised by the House conferees over the Sen-
ate conferees the amount finally appropriated was $12,000,000.
So the only reason I know or can conceive of for the action of
the Senate Commerce Committee this time in recommending
the appropriation of only $15,000,000 when the War Depart-
ment recommended $57,000,000 in the first instance, and re-
duced it only to $33,000,000 to take care of the immediate
needs and emergencies that might arise on the rivers and har-
bors of the couniry, is that the House had appropriated $15,-
000,000, that they had forced the Senate conferees last year to
come to their way of thinking, notwithstanding the action of
the Senate in inereasing the amount from $12,000,000 to $24,-
000,000 last year, and that they realized that it ywas impossible
to inerease the amount this year, and they took the judgment
of the House on this proposition.
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I know what whole-hearted and sincere interest the members
of the Commerce Committee of the Senate have in river and har-
bor improvement. I know how hard they have fought for
years in this bedy for appropriations to carry on this great
work upon the part of the Government, and their judgment
may be right. They may think it is impossible to get any
more; that the bill might die In this Congress if the amount
should be Inereased, and {heir action may have been prompted
because of that. I hope that is their reason, because I should
dislike very much to think that the men who are on that com-
mittee, who have such interest in river and harbor improve-
ment, and who have exercised their influence for so long a
time in behalf of large and reasonable and adequate appropria-
tions to carry on river and harbor work, have lessened in their
ardor and enthusiasm for river and harbor improvement in
the United States.

I find this state of facts to exist, also: Last year, when we
appropriated only $12,000,000 for river and harbor work, it
was for a period of eight months. Bear that in mind, Senators,
that the last river and harbor appropriation bill provided ap-
propriations for only eight months, This year we are making
appropriations until July, 1922, and the aetion of the House and
the action of the Senate is based on the faet that this appropria-
tion is for 18 or 10 months. If I am mistaken about that I
should like to have the Senator from Washington eorrect me
on that proposition.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I shall express
myself on the matter when the Senator gets through, umless he
desires an answer right now.

Mr. HARRISON. I will say to the Senator from Washington
that I made the statement that the last river and harbor bill
provided apprepriations for only eight months, whereas in this
bill, unless an appropriation bil is passed at the extra session
of Congress, we must provide appropriations until July, 1922,

Mr, JONES of Washington. The last bill was an annual ap-
propriation bill, of course, based on the theory that we wounld
pass a river and harbor bill before the 4th of March.

Mr, HARRISON. Yes,

Mr. JONES of Washington. This bili runs, of course, until
June 30, 1922, with the probability as well as the possibility
that will pass another bill many months before that time.

Mr, HARRISON. Yes. The chairman of the commiftee does
not think that there will be any river and harbor bill during the
extra session of Congress?

Mr. JONES of Washington. In my judgment there will be a
legislative river and harbor bill in the coming extra session of
Congress, and if any partienlar necessity exists there will be an
appropriation passed early in the session beginning in Decem-
ber, long before the expiration of the fiscal year.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, in December; but I mean in the
extra session. That legislative bill will take care of prelimi-
nary surveys, and things like that?

Afr, JONES of Washingion. Preliminary surveys and modi-
fications of projects, and it will provide for new projects, and
probably will also make available a lot of money that is now
appropriated for different projeets that have been lying idle
for years and can be very well taken from those projects and
made available for others. That can be taken care of in the
extra session, and I have not any doubt but that in the regular
session a regular river and harbor bill will be passed several
months before the 30th of June, 1922,

My, HARRISON. Yes; but this bill is framed on the theory
that this money is to run the Government for river and harbor
improvement until July, 1922,

* Mr., JONES of Washington. ©Oh, technically that is the legis-
Intive situation, *

Mr, HARRISON. Mr, President, aside from the fact that in
the river and harbor appropriation bill last year we were pro-
viding for river and harbor improvements for eight months,
and appropriated $12,000,000, this year we are appropriating
$15,000,000, which must run until July, 1922. On the facts
presented it is 18 or 19 months from the time these estimates
were made, which was in December last year.
© It was argued last year that one of the reasons why this
small amount was appropriated was because of the large unex-
pended balance on hand, and it was cited fo us that there was
some $57,000,000—arcund $60,000,000—then on hand that could
be used, and that was why the amount was reduced to the
$12,000,000 figure. Of course, the fact was also disclosed that
the unexpended balances that were on hand were for certain
projects, and that the money had been allotted to carry on
certain projects under certain conditions, and so forth. We find
that on December 31 of last year there was only $41,658,834 on
hand. We are appropriating for 18 or 19 months, untik July,
1922, only $15,000,000, with $41,658,334 on hand. On December

31, 1920, last year, we appropriated for eight months $12,000,000,
with practically $60,000,000 unexpended ; but of this $41,000,000
that the Engineer Department says was on hand Dscember
31, 1920, $17,648,263 had already been contracted for,

The balance was available, but it had been allotted to certain
projects for maintenance along eertain rivers and certain har-
bors throughout the country. On December 31, 1920, the re-
markable fact existed that there was unallotted from the 1920
appropriation, to run until the present bill might become a
law, only $1,633,000. That is all the engineers had on Decem-
ber 31, 1920, out of the $12,000,000 appropriation that was passed
last year for river and harbor improvements to take care of
emergencies and everything—§1,633,650., So it can not be
argued this year that there is a large unexpended balance on
hand. The facts are that for years and years there has always
been on hand, unexpended on contracts where conditions had
not been met, an amount that exceeded the $41,658,000 that was
on hand December 31, 1020, because it was stated by the War
Department, in the consideration of the bill last year, that the
amount then on hand unexpended was ne greater than the
amount usually carried as umexpended year by year. That
money can not be used in every instance.

There are conditions imposed on certain eontracts in the
country. They say, for illustration, “ We appropriate $500,000
for a channel 23 feet deep, provided you will build a wharf
half a mile long and a quarter of a mile wide, or provided
that local interests will put up $100,000 a year for five years.”
Conditions are imposed in that way, and the amount is appro-
priated and allotted on the theory that those conditions must
be complied with. During the war there were many of those
conditions not complied with because of the peculiar and abnor-
mal conditions that prevailed throughout the country. So I
say it is an unfair argument to state that there is a large
amount on hand unexpended and that that should be added to
the appropriation now being earried year by year.

What has been the history of river and harbor legislation
herefofore? Let me read from the report of the chairman of
the Committee on Rivers and Harborg of the House, Mr.
DexesEy, and I think it is incorporated in the report of the
Senate Committee on Commerce. They named the expenditure
and tried to justify in part their action because of the expendi-
ture of the War Department year by year for river and harbor
improvement, Here is what they said:

The annual exgemtitum for works of river and harbor improvement,
from 1896 to 1920, inclusive, have been as follows: )

Then they cite the amounts en down the line through the
years, In 1896 they expended only $14,745,000. Then they go
on down through the years, including the years of the war, and
show the amounts expended. They show that in 1914 there was
expended in round mumbers, $39,000,000; in 1915, $37,000,000;
in 1916, $28,000,000; in 1917, $23,000,000; in 1918, $20,000,000;
in 1919, $21,000,000; in 1920, $33,000,000. Then they take the
average from 1806 down to 19020 of the expenditures during
those years for river and harbor improvement and they say the
average is $22.662,962. They .get that average by adding all of
the expenditures for river and harbor improvements from 1896
to 1920 and dividing that result by the number of years, when
the chairman of the commiitee which made the report knows
that the Congress of the United States did not begin a con-
gistent poliey of river and harbor improvement through anunual
appropriation bills until some years after 189G; I think it was
only about 1910. Baeck in 1808, I think it was, or at any rate
a few years before 1900, they would pass a river and harbor
bill sometimes only once in two years and sometimes only once
in three years.

Everyone knows that the argument was made against river
and harbor appropriations being provided aceording to the reec-
ommendations of the War Department during the recent war
because it was said we should economize during the war so we
could provide money for the Army, for the Navy, and for food
and elothing for the soldiers and sailors. During the year 1918
only $20,360,000 was expended. They could not expend above
that amount because labor was too high and material was
too high. The contracts could not be entered into for river and
harbor improvement work, and so the amounts appropriated
were Iow, and yet the Commiffee on IRlivers and Harbors of the
House state, and it is quoted in the report of the Committee on
Commerce of the Senate, that $22,662,962 is the average expend-
iture for river and harbor improvement from 1806 to 1920. If
Senators will take from that list of expendifures year by year,
the years during the war when curtailment was made in the
expenditure of money because, as I have stated, of the high
price of material and the high cest of labor, and take from it
also those years that are included im the report before a defi-
nite and fixed policy of river and harbor improvement wias en-
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tered upon by the Government, when in some cases an appro-
priation for river and harbor work was made only once in three
years, and in other cases only once in two years, they will find
that the average expenditure year by year was $30,000,000.

Take the last normal year of 1914 by way of illustration.
That was when our policy had become fixed and definite, and
we were beginning work along definite lines upon the rivers
and harbors of the country, when the people had come to under-
stand that our commerce must be maintained, that the rivers
must be improved, that the harbors must be dredged in order
that our merchant marine might enter and our commerce find
its place in the markets of the world. We find in that year
that we expended $39,817,000, and yet the Rivers and Harbors
Committee of the House, indorsed by the Committee on Com-
merce of the Senate, say that we must not this year appro-
priate more than $15,000,000 for 18 months’ work, until July,
1922, to take care of the rivers and harbors of the land, and
that notwithstanding the fact that last year we gave the nig-
gardly and measly sum of only $12,000,000 for river and harbor
improvement for the entire year.

1f any member of the committee, if the chairman of the
committee even, can justify that action, I should be delighted
to hear from him, It can not be justified, except, as I said,
they just thought it would be impossible to inerease the amount
even though they desired to do it and though it was necessary
to do it, but they would not do it in order that they might be
assured of passing the legislation during the closing hours of
this session of the Congress. I sincerely hope that is true.
Nothing would make my heart bleed more than to think that
the distinguished Senator from Washington [Mr. Joxes], the
chairman of the committee, who has always fought for reason-
able appropriations for rivers and harbors, had grown cold
toward the proposition, lnkewarm toward river and harbor im-
prevement, turned his back upon his friends and those who have
always fought side by side with him here in obtaining reason-
able appropriations for rivers and harbors.

I know that the distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr.
Suerparp], the distinguished Senator from Louisiana [Mr.
RaxsperLn], and the distinguished Senator from Florida [Mr.
Frercaer] have heen pioneers in the work of river arfd harbor
improvement. Their voices have rung in this Chamber for
yvears in urging the Congress to take care of the great commerce
that comes into,our harbors and rolls over our rivers through-
out the country. They have presided over river and harbor
congresses ; they have at their own expense attended conventions
and associations all over the country. I know that their action
on this oceasion, their desire to have the $15,000,000 appropria-
tion, is based solely upon their belief that they could not get
any more during this session of Congress.

But we can not allow the mystic, hypnotic influence of the
House to prevail over us in withholding appropriations that
are needed to carry on river and harbor improvement. I love
the Members of the House, I love the associations over there,
but in river and harbor appropriations the majority of the
House are not in sympathy with the sentiment of the country
for reasonable and adequate appropriations for rivers and
harbors. They are not leaders who can be followed by men
who believe in reasonable and adequate appropriations to main-
tain our commerce and river and harbor improvement. For my
part, I shall not follow the House if they in their judgment
gsee fit to appropriate only $15,000,000, when they have been
told the contrary by the experts of the War Department, when
the facts justify more from every angle, when the facts stare
them in the face in proof absolutely to the contrary of their
action, and yet they reduce the amount to $15,000,000.

Under those circumstances, when I know the amount appro-
priated should be more, I shall not only not follow them, but
I shall combat them. If I thought the judgment of the Senate
Committee on Commerce was wrong in the matter of the
amount proposed to be appropriated, I could not afford to go
down to the people in my State who are interested in main-
taining the improvement of the great rivers and great harbors
and justify my course by saying I have some very dear friends
on the Committee on Commerce who believe that $15,000,000
is the most that they should recommend to be appropriated.
They know that a Senator of the United States has a vote,
that he has the right to speak, and that he has the right to
exercise his judgment and determine his own course of action,
and that he should do it; and so every Senator here fo-day
will have the right to vote on the amendment which I have
proposed.

If he votes against it, then he can go back to Walla Walla,
or some other place in Washington; to Michigan, up to Minne-
sota, over to Boston, to Philadelphia, to Minneapolis, to Port-

land, down into Florida and Louisiana and Texas and every-
where else, and explain to the people there why his judgment
dictated to him to vote against the amendment, and for only
$15,000,000, d

But it ean not be justified by the facts. Let us exercise our
right as Senators. Let us follow our judgment, and let us
have an amount which will reasonably maintain these harbors
and these rivers for the next 18 months, and then if the House
sees fit not to accept the increase we put on, let them answer
to their constituents. But in the discharge of a duty, when
we know that the facts warrant an increase, let us not be
influenced to vote against it simply because we want to be with
the House ; because we do not want it to go to conference, and we
can get out of a fight; that we can save a controversy; that we
can put it over a day or two sooner than we would if it should
go to conference. I am willing to see it go to conference.
There, if it has to die, let the crisis be met. We have followed
this niggardly, this unwise policy of refusing to provide ade-
quately to protect these rivers and harbors, for some years
now. There is not a harbor in the United States that is not
filling up. There are too many dredge boats lying idle, rust-
ing; there are too many rivers the banks of which have caved
in, which have not been improved according to the great
policy inaugurated some years ago to build up our commerce.
Let us take the responsibility upon our shoulders. If the
House does not want to accept it, and they want it to go to
conference and let it die, then the fault will be with them;
it will not be with us.

There is coming an extra session of Congress. I know what
is going to happen to the harbors in my State, and Senators
here need not be fooled as to what will happen to the rivers
and harbors in their States. This is what will happen: The
War Department says they need $57,000,000. You are giving
them by this bill $15,000,000. In other words, for every $4 they
need, you are giving them $1, and they ean do one-fourth of the
work on the harbor in your State or the river in your State,
that the War Department says they need. The harbor and the
river will suffer to that extent.

I am not willing to do it. I have seen these harbors fill up
during the last six or seven years because of inadequate appro-
priations, and it is high time we started to do something to
maintain the commerce we have expended millions and bil-
lions of dollars to build up. We appropriated three billion and
a half to get a merchant marine. For what purpose? Pray
tell me why we need ships, if you are going to let the harbors
fill up, and they can not come in. It is an unwise policy. It
looks as if everybody can get what he wants for other projects;
every interest can be cared for, except the rivers and harbors
of the country, which God Almighty gave us, and which we
should improve.

Let a railroad measure come in, and everybody grabs it en-
thusiastically, and Senators run off with it. They do not care
how much the amount may be. But a river and harbor bill has
to be cut down to one-fourth of what is asked.

I am not for that. I want to see the railroads taken eare of.
I want to see the rates made reasonable, but I want at the same
time to see the roadways of the eountry, the dirt roads, pro-
vided for, and the harbors and rivers cleared out, so that the
great carriers of our commerce can sail over them, and you ean
not do it by voting for this bill reported by the Committee on
Commerce.

I have some interesting documents here. They do not justify
or excuse the action of the Senate Commerce Committee in re-
porting this $15,000,000 bill. Listen, Senators, to this letter
which the chairman of the committee was so kind as to give to
me. I could not get it at the War Department; I could not
find it in the hearings, because they do not hold any hearings.
I could not find it as a printed document, beeause they do not
have them printed. I know it is not because the committee
does not want anybody who is not on the committee to know
what they are doing. in order to criticize their action, because
the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] was Kind to me.
I heard that such a letter had been written in this matter, and
I asked him about it, and he gladly turned it over to me. Let
me read it.

After the House had put over this niggardly bill, this measly
appropriation of $15,000,000, one-fourth of what the War De-
partment said they needed, the Senator from Washington
wanted to know what the War Department thought about it,
and so, doubtless at the Instance of the Commerce Committee,
he wrote a letter to Gen. Beach. Here is one of the questions
he asked him:

How much of the money provided in the last river and harbor act is
still available for allotment? .
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The answer of Gen. Beach to that question is:

There st remaing available for allotment from the fonds provided
by the Iast river and harber act $1,633,8630.

It is an outrage, Senators, that only $1,633,000 remains un-
allotted out of the last river and habor aet on December 1,
which might have to run over the 4th of March. If some serious
condition should develop suddenly which needed attention,
what would you do? You have no money left over, and it is
due to the aetion of the Congress in failing to provide adequate
appropriations. Everyone who votes for these measly amounts,
amd aganinst increasing the amount to a reasonable basis, is re-
sponsible for the condition stated there. December 1, $1,633,650
of the amount that was appropriated last year is on hand now,
not allotted.

Mr. President, if ¥ misstate anything, If I give the wrong
construction abhout any of tkese propositions, I do hope—indeed,
I pray—that some member of the Senate Commerce Committee
will call be to taw, beceuse I do not want to mislead anyone.
I want to give the faets to the Senate. Further, Gen. Beach
said :

Thiz balance wounld have been allotfed, and probably expended by
this date, had it not been for the faet that it was arded absolutely
essential to maintain a swall werking balance ap ble for wunex-
R:cted cmergencies which might cccur. This balance would probably

ve been mo larger than its present size had the appropriatien in
1920 been fifteen million or twenty million,

But the War Department will be forced to spend every mickel
without holding anything back, because if they do not there will
be Members of the House and Members of the Senate rising in
their places and saying: * Oh, we have an unexpended balance
up there,” and fake that as an excuse for not increasing the
amount according to the recommendation of the War Depart-
ment.

The Senator from Washington asked another question—and
these are very pertiment questions he propounded to the general.
The Senator from Washington asked Gen. Beach :

Has un{mupparenl: injury occurred to commerce that ecan be traced
to our failure to d;:?prnprinte more than $12,000,000 in the last act;
and if so, where it oecur?

That is a pertinent question. Here is the answer, quote a lo
answer, but he answered him: .

I am not able to say that any apparent injury has occurred te com-
merce on account of the failure to appropriate mere than $£12,000,000
in the last act. Numerous complaints have been received with refer-
ence to shosling, but I have been able generally to allot funds sufficient
for the removal o
obstruction te navigation. ver, been a great falling off
in the rate of prosecution of some of the projects—

Listen to me, the senior Senator from Ohio; listen to me,
the junior Senator from Ohio; listen to me, the junior Senator
from Pennsylvania. Here is what Gen. Beach said:

There bas, however, been a great falling off in the rate of prosecutlon
ol some of the projects, such as the Improvements of the channels In
Neéw York Harbor—

I do not see at this time the distinguished Senators from
New York. I shall tell them about it when they come into the
Senate. I want their attention called to it, so that there can
be no excuse for a vofe against the amendment I have offered.

There has, however, been a great falling off in the rate of prosecution
of some of the projects, such as the Improvements of the channels in
Kew York Harbor—

The other day a delegation from New York, headed by the
mayor of New York City, came to Washington in the interest of
river improvements. I do not kmow what assurances they got.
They probably asked for bread, but they would get a stone if
their Senators vote for the bill that is recommended by the
Commerce Committee. But may I say to the senior Senator
from Ohio that he does not confine it to New York City? May
I say to the junior Senator from Pennsylvania that he does not
confine it to New York Qity? He says:

There has, however, been a great falling off in the rate of prosecution
of some of the projects, such as the !mprovements of the chaunels in
New York Harbor, the Delaware River—

That great stream which needs improvement. Gen. Taylor
told me no longer ago than yesterday that if this bill passes in
this form, for two years improvements would stop on the har-
bors and the rivers of the country; that about all they could do
with that amounnt would be to maintain their present condition.
In other words, those localities which are striving, and have
been striving so long to get an increase from a 17-foot depth te
a 20-foot depth, must wait two years longer, with the amount
that is recommended by the Senate Commerce Committee, the
niggardly, measly sum of $15,000,000.

. He did not stop with the Delaware River. IIe said:
There has, however; been a great falling off In the rate of prosecution

of some of the projects, such as the improvement of the channpels in
New York Harbor, the Delaware River, Southwest Pass—

f such shoals as were evidently causing serious |
There has, howe

| raised from the $15,000,000 provided for.

Down near my State—

Southwest Pass, and Ohio River.

Gen. Taylor says no more work will be done; that the work
there wilt be delayed fwo years unless this appropriation is
I am wondering
what the people along the banks of the great Delaware, what
the folks up in Ohio and Indiana and Kentucky and Pennsyl-
vania will say when they come to read that the work on the
Ohio River and the Delaware River will be delayed for two
years if this bill passes in ifs present form,

I can not believe that Senators will carry back to their con-
stituents the sad news that prospective commerce on the great
Ohio, on the Delaware, and in the big harbor of New York is
to be delayed two years. But that is not all of this letter. It
continues :
for which projecis a sum larger than the balance now on hand weuld
be In order to permit of an increase in the rate of the progress
o s ek Ao o severa BeSTocs wheR Eorihs 1
is d:simble. as, for instance— 5 b s s

Listen to me, Senators from Washington. I hope the Sen-
ators frem Washington will net turn a deaf ear to what Gen.
Beach says in his letter to one of the Senators from that State
touching one of the great projects in that State in the far North-

| west— i

Indeed, if it had been fifty million it wounld have been about |

the same amount, probably. Youn have te hold a little bit back. | ho% e
| ile ne specific cases of Injury have oeccurred, this is believed to be

No funds were allotted to several projects where further improvement
is desirable, a? for ing Grays Harbor, Wash., where a seagoing
dredge for the work on the bar is greatly needed.

dne to the fact that the money available was a plied to those cases
most needing action, and the smount appmm:l.nged was sufliclent to
cover only the emergency cases which arose during the past year.
That is, no injury fock place, but there was ne progress in
improvements. There was delay, of course; only the emergency

| cases were they able to fake care of.

Gen. Beach further says:

Deterioration t ks for protecti f navigation ang
dredegg(f ?:;aangneisoisw :1) g nduﬁa?l;pr:ccesg'? gn:“ however, attria é&fvﬁu&go?é
proverb of a stiteh in saving nine is fully applieable. There are
cases of deterloration of breakwaters which have received no attentien,
and the damage has not yet become serious. A heavy storm might do
great damgge should these defects not be repaired at an early date. To
ail to vide sufficlent money for their protection wonld be penny-
wise and pound-foolish,

So says the general who has in charge all the river and har-
bor improvement work. Here is the other question that was
prepounded to Gen. Beach by the chairman of the Committee on
Commerce. It is a pertinent inquiry:

D{)n yom th‘ia!:hany gpecial ingt%;y o}vﬂl ki;cct;:ﬁ 3%0 cggagnarcedd&ﬂxg the
St Syt Teanons aretors o o 0% $13,000900 wad it o. give

Now, let us see what Gen. Beach answers to that. Why did
the chairman of the committee ask these questions if the an-
swers to them would have no influence upon the commitiee?
There is not a single answer {o any question which was pro-
pounded by the chairman of the commitiee and which was re-
sponded to by Gen. Beach that is favorable to the action of the
committee in failing to increase the amount proposed to be ap-
propriated by the other House.

I called attention while the Senator from New York was tem-

| porarily out of the Chamber to the grave condition that would

ensue to the harbor of New York City, as Gen. Deach says, if
this appropriation should remain at §15,000,000 and the amount
that is carried in my amendment should not be appropriated.
This letter deserves the closest analysis by Senaters who are
interested in the improvement of the rivers and harbors in their
States. I take it, however, that certainly the Comunerce Com-
mittee of the Senate does not lean upon the letter which was
written by Gen. Beach to the chairman of the Committee on
Commerce in justifiecation of the action of that eommittee in
appropriating merely $15,000,000 for the coming 13 months fo
improve the rivers and harbers eof the country.

Said the Senator from Washington to Gen, Beach:
mﬁ'hg ?ﬁr wlth?’.n a ﬂ?&gxomlﬁgg,égufgﬁul})?&:;ﬁ. dl.?r;an? gﬁz:
your gpecific reasons tﬁ‘?ﬁ?ﬁn

Here is the answer of Gen. Beach:

I am veriecon.ﬁdent that with an appropriation of only $15,000,000
Injury will done to commerce during the coming year,

And yet with that suceinct, that brief, that pointed answer
in response to the question propounded by the letter of the chair-
man of the committee to Gen. Deach, the committee disregnrds
what Gen. Beach says and answers him that “ we eare not.” I
know they did not think that, but I do think that their action is
susceptible to that construction. YWhen the question was put to
Gen. Deach, as the Senator from Washington put it te him in this
letter, and Gen. Beach answers back, saying, “ I am very confident
that with an appropriation of only $15,000,000 injury will be done
to commerce during the coming year,” some people who do not
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ow these Henators as well as we know them might put the
construction on the aection of the committee that they did not
care whether they injured commerce during the coming year or
mnot ; but certninly they were warned, the result was foretold to
them that with merely $15,000,000 of appropriations commerca
during the coming year would be injured. I am still wondering
why the guestion was put to Gen. Beach. Certainly if be an-
swered in the affirmative, If he answered that they could not get
along with $15,000,000 and that eommerce would be injured by
such a small appropriation, they did not expect to increase the
amount, because they did not increase it. If Gen. Beach had
answered back and said, “ Yes, every river and every harbor in
the United States will be affected by it; commerce will be affected
by it,” I do not think the answer could have been any stronger
than the one he made, “that with an appropriation of only
$15,020,000. injury will be done to commerce during the coming
year.

Gen, Beach further said:

The reason that no injury has beem done to commerce durin
year has been due to the tnct that there was on hand at the
F of the last act a large nexFendﬂd balance, which has it
n addition to the nppropriation of $12,000, 000 for the prosecution of
necessary work,

That explains why greater injury was not done to the rivers
and harbors of the country in conseguence of the small appro-
priation of $12,000,000 made last year, there having been a large
unexpended balance on hand, amounting last year, I think, to
about $60,000,

Let us see how much the engineers expended during the last
six months. I have here a statement of the expenditures from
June 1, 1820, to Dacember 31, 1920, month by month. In June,
1920, they expended $3,426,990; and then follow the figures for
July, August, September, October, November, and December,
totaling for those months $25,626,5672. At that rate, over $40.
000,000 would be expended in 12 months. They have just
reached the point where they can spend some of the money which
was appropriated by past Congresses, and which was lying un-
used, awaiting the time until conditions should be improved,
until the eost of labor might be reduced and the cost of materials
might Le decreased. So, notwithstanding the fact that Congress
appropriated only $12,000,000 last year, they have expended dur-
ing the seven months of June, July, August, September, October,
November, and December $25,626,672, or at the rate of over
$40,000,000 in 12 months. At that rate how long would this
measly little §15,000,000 appropriation last which it is proposed
that we shall appropriate for 18 months, or until July, 19222
At the rate the engineers have been expending money duoring the
months I have indicated, sometimes running as high as $4,484 423,
as was the case in November, in 18 months they would expend in
the neighborhood of $70,000,000. Yet we are asked here to ne-
cept the beneficent, the magnificent, sum of $15,000,000 to earry
on this great work for the next 18 months.

The letter goes further:

It will be seen that the total expenditures during these se mranths
have exceeded th%;ppraprmtlon made by the nct or Jnne h?a 1920 by

the past
me of the
been used

$13 E"%IS?? .14, months. as smm;ddl nhow;t o h.n
rojects ¥y Aas ghon n
beea and nhoulﬂ a.n appropm&‘;}n of not mare n $15,000,000 be now

made it wonld ba t.o very tly reduce the rate of progress

which kas beea maintn.ln e past seven months.

Yef in the face of th.ut warning from the Engineer Depart-
ment we are requested here to vote to sanction the $15,000,000
appropriation recommended by the Committee on Commerce.

He says further:

During these months as stated above, the work on many
has not J’ as rapidly as it should have been, and should
an appropriation of not more than ,000 be now made it would
be necessary to very greatly reduce the rate of progress which has been
main during the past seven months. In fact, I anticipate that
the $15,000,0600 would provide very little more than Is necessary for
maintenance of existing projects and would leave little for the prose-
cution of further improvements.

I am wondering if Senators know the meaning of that phrase
and what it means to your constituents in the great city of New
York, where now they are clamoring for the improvement of
the harbor; I understand that a delegation from that elty was
down here not long ago. May I ask the Senator from New York
whether a delegation headed by Mayer Hylan was not down
here the other day about the New York project?

Mr. CALDER. Mr, President, in answer to the Senator from
Mississippi, I will state that there was such a delegation. They
were anxious to have improvements made to Jamaica Bay, and
I am hopeful that at the next session we can have that done.

Mr. HARRISON, I am hopeful that it can be done this year.
In the case of a great city like New York, with its teeming
millions, with commerce from all over the country flowing info
it, we ought to begin the improvement immediately, without de-
lay. In the extra session of Congress there are going to be so
many speeches made on this treaty proposition, and so many con-

flicting views on the tariff, that I am afraid we are going to be
able to dlscuss nothing else. The Senator from Utah does not
think we are going to have another river and harbor Lill at the
extra session of Congress. The of the committee says
he does not think we will. No cne thinks we will. If we are
going to do anything for the next 18 months for New York City,
and the Ohio River, and the streams and harbors of Indiana,
and the Missouri River, and up in Maine, and over in Oregon,
and in Michignn, and in New Hampshire, and other States we
must begin now to do it. It should not be delayed 18 months,
as it is liable to be. * Now is the accepted time,” as the Senator
from North Carolina says.

In tact I anticipate that the $15,000,000 would provide very littla
for tenance of existing projects and would

is pecessary
leaw llttle for the prosecution of further improvements.

Everything must stop. There must be no more improvements,
but we must just maintain the present condition. If a harbor
has a depth of 17 feet and ships are lying at anchor 20 miles
off drawing 20 feet, they must walt two years before they can
get a ray of hope that the Congress of the United States is going
to begin to appropriate money to increase the depth. All of
these improvements must stop. We must just try to maintain
the present conditions. We have been doing that too long
already.

Gen. Beach says further:

I can not too xtrung ¥ urge upon ycru the necessity for pnshing work

on n of the i l):ht:h.e channels in New York
Harbor. By this 1 mea.n the e Hudson River along the
New Jersey front, and in nsmpe tgpo:si‘r.e the Tompk:l.nxrlue
;:cllorm. where they are of i clent width and depth, and accide

Gen. Beach, Chief of the Board of Army Engineers, vitally
interested in the great harbor of New York and in the harbor
along the New Jersey shore, is pointing out to the Senate that
it is necessary, in order to get this improvement, that this
amount shall be increased. He is specifically calling the atten-
tion of the Congress to this great improvement. We can not
afford to turn a deaf ear to him. It should be provided, and 18
months must not elapse before that work is started.

But Gen. Beach does not stop at New York Harbor. He says:
i e B AR R i g S - B
Harbor, * * Delawnre River.

I again call the attention of the Senators from Pennsylvania
to the fact that Gen. Beach says “ particularly the improvement
on Delaware River,” and that if this appropriation remains at
$15,000,000 the Delaware River can not be taken care of. It is
impossible to take care of it. That great improvement will be
handicapped and the work there curtailed.

On Delaware River from FPhiladelphia to the sea.

That work, from Philadelphia to the sea on the Delaware
River, says Gen. Beach, shonld be provided for, and the $15,000,-
000 provided in this appropriation bill will not be sufficient to
carry on that improvement.

But he does not stop there:

Bavannah Harbor, Ga.

That work must be stopped if the appropriation is held down
to merely $15,000,000.

Jacksonville, ¥Fla.

The work there must be stopped. No imprevements can be
made, but merely present conditions maintained if the bill
should pass as recommended by the Commerce Committee.

Mobile, Ala,

The improvement there will be curtalled.

The Passes at the mouth of the Mississippl River.

That great improvement, about which at one time dlplomsta
sat around the conference table and nations almost went to
war—the Passes at the mouth of the Mississippi River—says
Gen. Beach, the improvements there will be held up for 18
months with the measly, niggardly appropriation of $15,000,000
that is provided for in this bill.

Los Angeles, Calif,

I do not see at this time the Senators from California; but
the War Department, through the Chief of the Board of Army
Engineers, points out that that great harbor in that Mecca for
motion-picture stars will be greatly curtailed and the improve-
ment will be held up for two years with the little appropriation
of §15,000,000 carried in this bill

1 see, in this letter—

Columbia River, Oreg. and Wash,

The attention of the Senators from Washington and Oregon *
is especially called to the fact that Gen. Beach says that the
improvements on the Columbia River in the States of Washing-
ton and Oregon will be held up with the little, inadequate ap-
propriation of $15,000,000 provided for and suggested by the
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Senate Commerce Committee to be indorsed by the Senate of
the United States.

Grays Harbor, Wash.

I have no doubt that when the eyes of the Senator from
Washington, in reading this letter from the Chief of the Board
of Army Engineers, fell upon the fact that Grays Harbor,
Wash., would not be provided for with the inadequate, un-
reasonable, inexcusable, unjustifiable appropriation that the
Committee on Commerce have recommended here, it imme-
diately excited his curiesity and his interest. I notice, in this
leiter that the Senator from Washington has been so kind as
to give to me, that he has underscored * Grays Harbor, Wash.”
It should be underscored. If I were chairman of a committee
such as the Committee on Commerce, and in answer to a ques-
tion that I had propounded the Chief of the Board of Army
Engineers should write back to me that the improvement at Gulf-
port Harbor, Miss., would stop for 18 months, it would excite
my curiosity, it would stir every fiber in me, and I would not
only underscore it with a black pencil but I would get out a
red pencil and mark it as well, '

Ship channel on the Great Lakes, from Duluth to Buffalo.

Let me call the attention of the Senator from Minnesota and
the Senators from New York to this matter. I see sitting be-
fore me the distinguished and affable and splendid Senator from
Michigan [Mr, Towssenp]. I wonder if he has read this letter,
and if the fact has been called to his attention that the im-
provement of the great ship channel on the Great Lakes, from
Duluth to Buffalo, will stop. That big improvement going on
near Detroit, the Livingston Channel, not far from Detroit—
that great improvement that the splendid ecity of Detroit, that
thriving center of the automobile industry, where the cham-
bers of commerce and the boards of trade and the associations
and the progressive citizens not only of Detroit but of that
whole country are interested—the Livingston Channel improve-
ment will be held up for 18 months if the measly sum of
$15,000,000 recommended by the Committee on Commerce is
provided.

Mr. MOSES., Mr. President——

Mr. HARRISON. 1 yield to the Senator.

Mr. MOSES. Am I to understand from the Senator that this
sum is so small that he spurns it?

Mr. HARRISON. I almost spurn it, when I see that the
commerce of this country is affected by the action of the Sen-
ate, it is such d measly sum that it is almost a species of waste.
I do not know whether they have any river and harbor work
up in New Hampshire, at Portsmouth.

Mr. MOSES. Not a dollar, Mr. President.

Mr. HARRISON. Not a dollar goes there? That is why the
Senator is not at all interested in it, then. He used to be.
There was a time when the Senators from New Hampshire
were interested in the river and harbor bill. There was a time
when the Senator from New Hampshire would vote for a river
and harbor appropriation, and work before the committee to see
reasonable appropriations made for Portsmouth, or perhaps for
some river up there.

Mr. MOSES. No; we never were so lucky. New Hampshire
has always been unlucky in that respect.

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator how deep the
harbor is at Portsmouth?

Mr. MOSES. About 40 feet.

Mr. HARRISON. Has the Government never appropriated
any money for it?

Mr. MOSES. Never but once, I think. ,

Mr. HARRISON. How long ago was that?

Mr. MOSES. About 12 or 15 years ago.

Mr. HARRISON. I shall come back to New Hampshire in
a moment, as soon as I find some data.

Mr. MOSES. 1 wish to cooperate with the Senator from
Mississippi if his object is to get some money into New Hamp-
shire.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator does not get anything in the
bill for his State?

Mr. MOSES. Not a dollar.

Mr. HARRISON. Well, that is a pity.

Mr. THOMAS. Neither does Colorado.

Ar. SMOOT. Nor does Utah.

Mr. HARRISON. There are other States that will not get
anything. No State will get more than about one-fourth of
the amount it really deserves,

Mr. SMOOT. DMississippi will get the biggest part.

Mr. HARRISON. Mississippi will get about one-fourth the
amount it should obtain for the great harbors at Gulfport and
Pascagoula and for the rivers down there.

But I have not finished reading the letter:

Bhip channel on the Great Lakes—

I do not know whether the Senator from Michigan [Mr.
Towxsenp] heard it when I read the last item, wherein Gen.
Beach said the improvement would necessarily stop with the
inadequate appropriation of $15,000,000. I see the Senator
from Minnesota [Mr, Kerroga] is now in his seat. I read again
from Gen. Beach's letter:

Ship channel on the Great Lakes from Duluth to Buffalo; and
various harbors on the Great Lakes where further improvement or
extensive maintenance work is required, without considering at all the
m.-mg' navigable rivers in the United States,

The+ permanent structures protecting many of the harbors on the
Great Lakes have deterjorated, as the lack of sufficient appropriations
during several years past has prevented their rebuilding, until now
several of them have reached a stage of dilapidation where further
neglect is certain to cause injury to the harbors and greatly added
expense to the United States for the reconstruction of the works.

The other question propounded by the Senator from Wash-
ington :

What, in {our judgment, is the lowest possible sum that will meet
the needs of our commerce duriuﬂ the coming fiscal year, and if a
greater sum than the $15,000,000 required, state the minimum sum
you think we will need and give the reasons therefor?

The latter part of the response answers the question when
he said that—

As a result of this careful consideration, I am satisfied that the
minimum amount whiech should be appropriated is $33,000,000. This
allows only for the prosecution of the work urgently necessary and at
a very moderate rate.

Mr. President, this is not all. I have a letter that was writ-
ten by Gen. Beach to Congressman Saarrn, former chairman of
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House, now rank-
ing minority member of that committee. I wish to place it in
the Recorp, because all the facts therein should be known to
Senators before they vote on this very important proposition. I
dislike very much to offer the amendment. I always like to get
along in a peaceable way. I dislike this kind of controversy,
but when the material interests of the country are at stake I
am, like almost any man, anxious to see that the harbors in
my own State shall be cared for, and particularly when I know
they are certain to be embarrassed and handicapped and in-
jured by this small appropriation. Then I ean not sit still
and, without a vigorous protest, see this small amount appro-
priated for such great work.

In the letter from Gen. Beach to Mr. Samarr—and I shall
incorporate the whole letter—he made this statement:

The statement that there was on hand an unexpended balance of
$47,149,006 on the 1st of December, 1920, is correct. Information re-
garding the balances was %lven in a letter addressed to SBenator Joxes
under date of December 27, 1920, a copy of which is herewith.

4. As further corroboration of the reasonableness of the estimate
submitted in my annual report—

That was $57,000,000—
it may be stated that the actual expenditures for the six months, July
to December, 1920, inclusive, amounted to $22,199,581.77, or an average
of almost exactly $3.700,000 per month. It may be safely assumed
that the river and harbor bill following the pending bill will not become
a law prior to the 1st of July, 1922, There is refore, a period of
19 months to be provided for, from the 1st of becmber, 1920, to the
1st of July, 1922,

Seventy million three hundred thousand dollars, said Gen.
Beach, will be required until July, 1922, and yet we are handed
an appropriation of $15,000,000 by the Committee on Commerce.

At the same rate of expenditures as have prevalled in the last six
months, $70,300,000 will be required for the work until the 1st of
July, 1822. If every dollar appropriated could be expended at that
tl%eda ti.h:u-theu- appropriation at this time of $23,000,000 would be
sufficlen T

If every dollar could be expended, $23,000,000 would be
necessary.

I ask to incorporate the whole letter in the Recorp without
reading.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered,

The letter referred to is as follows:

War DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS,
Washington, January 29, 1921

Subject : Estimates for river and harbor work.

Hon. Jouxy H. SaALL,
House of Representatives,

My Dear Mnr, SMALL:

1. Recelpt is acknowledged of your letter of January 28, gquoting
certain statements made by you reiative to the estimates for river and
harbor work and asking that I give you a statement as to the correct-
ness of your position.

2. In rcpl{ I beg to say that the statements made by you that the
estimates submitted to Congress are made after taking into considera-
tion balances on hand, and that the available balances, with certain
minor exceptions, are to the credit of certain E%“t‘lﬂc projects and ean
not be diverted to other projects except by authority of Congress, are

rfectly correct. In the paragraph * I'roposed operations,” which
orms a part of the annual report for each improvement, will be
found a statement of the use which it is proposed to make of the funds
on hand and the funds for which estimates are submitted. An exami-
nation of these paragraphs will plainly show upon what the estimate
is based in each case, and the reasonableness of such estimate can be
arrived at by a reading of the report.
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3. The statement that there was on hand an unexpended balance of
$47,149,006 on the 1st of December, 1920, is correct. Information
reganding the balances was given in a {etter addressed to Senator JOxES
under date of December 27, 1920, a copy of which is herewith.

4. As further corroboration of the reasonableness of the estimate
submitted in my annnal report it may be stated that the actual ex-
penditures for the six months July to December, 1920, ineclusive
amounted to $22,190,581.77, or an average of almost exactl &3,700.006

r month. It ma{ be mf’el{ assumed t the river and harbor bill

ollowing the pending bill will not become a law prior to the 1st of

July, 1922, re is, therefore, a od of 10 months to be provided
for, from the 1st of December, 1920, to the 1st of July, 1922, At the
game rate of expenditures as have alled in the t six months,
$70,200,000 will be required for the work until the 1st of July, 1922,
1f every dollar appropriated could be expended at that time, a further
appropriation at this time of $23,000,000 would be sufficient, but, for
various reasons, it is impossible to expend every dollar. Ameng thesa
reasons may be mentioned the fact that the work under contract counld
not all be completed at an exact date. There was, for example, on the
1st of December, 1920, outstanding contracts and labilities of §19,648,-
080. This is probably about an average amount outs on n&y

ven date and would not likely be much reduced the 1st of July, 192%,

prev.

f work proceeds at n reasonable rate. If this is added to the $23,000,-
000, it brings the amount which must be a&)pro riated to continue
work even at the present rate to §42,700,000, !li;mm is also neces-

.garily more or less money which can not be expended on account of
‘Tocal conditions precedent to the commencement of the work not being
fulfilied, tmpmﬂfcﬂhﬁit’ of making contracts or doing work at certain
times on account of shortage of plant, and for other reasons.

5. In the foregoing it has heen assumed that work would be con-
tinued only at the rate which it has been in the gix months, but
unfortunately even in the past six months the funds have not.been
sufficient to carry on all work as rapidly as it ought to have been car-
ried on, and in a number of cases work of malntenance which has been
actually needed has not been done for lack of funds or other reasons,
and some much-needed improvement work has not been undertaken.

Very trudy, yours,
Laxsixo . BracwH,
Aajor General, Chief of Engincers.

Mr. HARRISON. Those are the facts in the matter. Real-
izing the necessity for river and harbor improvement, realiz-
ing the inadequaey of the amount suggested by the House and
indorsed by the Senate Committee on Commerce, knowing that
we have to go for 18 months with only a $15,000,000 appropria-
tion, knowing and realizing what we have been up against for
the past few years in the way of high labor costs and high
material costs, failure to improve and earry on the work of
improvement in the rivers and harbors throughout the country,
it does seem to me that there should be a stop put to that kind
of policy and that we ghould now in the dawn of a new era
appropriate at least a sufficient amount to carry on the neces-
sary work as stated by Gen. Beach with reference to the rivers
and harbors of the country.

Last year we appropriated, I do not recall the exact amount,
but I think $350,000,000 for the Army—=$350,000,000 !

Mr. LENROOT. In addition to that appropriation the War
Department expended §54,000,000 more than was appropriated.
If the Senator's party had not done that it might have been pos-
ﬁ?ﬁe to increase somewhat the amount appropriated in this

Mr. HARRISON. I am glad the Senator from Wisconsin ean
reconcile his feelings and his conscience and offer the excuse
to his constituents that because the War Department spent
$54,000,000 more than it should have spent for something else
pertaining to the Army he feels justified in voting for the ex-
penditure of only $15,000,000 for the rivers and harbors of the
country when they recommended $57,000,000 for the work.

Mr. LENROOT. If the party to which the Senator belongs
bhad not wasted the money of the taxpayers and spent it like
drunken sailors, it would not have been necessary to hold the ap-
propriation in the pending bill down to its present amount.

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, yes; the Senator wants to inject some
polities. I dislike to talk politics. I know that the Senator
has gotten into the habit of trying to eriticize this and that, pick-
ing flaws about everything, overlooking the big policies touch-
ing our domestic and foreign affairs in order to find some little
speck agoinst some member of the present administration, so
that he can not see the great problems now confronting the
Nation. I think the members of the Senator's own party an-
swered, and answered well, such unwarranted and unjustifiable
criticism as he and otkers have made against the administra-
tion in power. The administration has done pretty well. It
ha; made mistakes. It was expected that it should make mis-
takes. :

No party charged with the great responsibilities that have
been placed upon the shoulders of the men in the various execu-
tive offices during the past four years could have run the
Government without making mistakes. The Senator's own
party made mistakes during the Spanish-American War, All
parties make mistakes during war times. Mistakes were made
during this war by Republicans in the administration as well
as Democrats in the administration. Such charges can not be
hurled at any one party. Gen. Dawes before the committee of
-the House sufficiently stamped such criticisms® as the Senafor
now suggests,

Mr. LENROOT. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly.

Mr. LENROOT. I made no reference to expenditures dur-
ing the war. I referred to the expenditure of the present
year—two years after the war was over.

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know just what the Senator is
talking about. He is talking about the War Department ex-
pending $54,000,000 while I am talking about river and harbor
improvement.

Mr., LENROOT. The only reference I made to expenditures
was the specific item of exceeding by $54,000,000 the appropria-
tions made by Congress for the support of thie Army for the
present year. I then stated that if this administration, not
speaking of the period during the war, but since the war, had
exereised any degree of economy it would not have been neces-
gary to hold the pending bill down to the amount that it is
necessary now to hold it

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know how the Senator voted,
but some of us over on this side tried to keep down the large
Army. I do not think the Senator was one of those who tried
to place it at 200,000; I believe he voted to reduce it to
150,000, I am glad to know the Senator possessed that virtue.
There were some who tried to reduce expenditures. There is
no one who believes in waste, extravagance, useless ‘expendi-
ture. Mistakes are always found, and the Senator finds more
than anybody in the world, because he has always got his eye
peeled for them. He is to be congratulated on it; and when
the Senator’s party gets in control after the 4th of March in
the Government offices he is going to find mistakes. Does the
Senator think his party will not make mistakes?

Mr., LENItOOT. I am hopeful that the party will not make
any such horrible mistakes as are being made daily by the
Senator’s party now in power in the administrative part of the
Government.

W@WISON. The Senator makes a blanket charge about

Ar. LENROOT. Does not the Senator know that the ad-
ministrative side of the Government to-day is asking for
$350,000,000 more than the Senate is willing to give them for
the support of the Army?

Mr. HARRISON. As the Senator knows, his party has been
in control in' the House and in the Senate for the past two
years and that the estimates are high, that they should bave
been high, that many of them are high because the last Con-
gress did not make adequate appropriations to carry out some
of the recommendations of many of the departments. I voted
to keep those appropriations down. I voted for the strictest
kind of economy in the Army. When the Army appropria-
tion bill comes up I am going to vote fo reduce the amount
that the Committee on Military Affpirs have recommended. I
am going to do the same with reference to the Navy. I have
done it ever since I have been in Congress. The Senator’s
stricutures do not apply to me. They should not apply to any
one, because they are not specificc I do not know what the
Senator is hinting at at all.

. Mr. LENROOT. ¥ was not applying my stricture to the Sen-
ator from Mississippl. I was applying it to the administrative
officers of the Government, who happen o belong to his party.

Mr, HARRISON. The biggest mistake my party made during
the years it has been in control was to put in too many of the
Senator's party, who made a great many of the mistakes, and
blamed them on our fellows.

Mr, LENROOT. Is the Secretary of War a Republican?

Mr, HARRISON. The Secretary of War is a splendid Demo-
crat, and a mighty good man. The Assistant Secretary of War,
I think, was a Republican, and I think he had about two other
in there who were Republicans.

Mr. WADSWORTH. The Senator is mistaken on that.
was a Democrat, but felt compelled to turn Republican.

Mr. HARRISON, That was before he came under the mystic
influence of the Senator from New York, who got him wrong.
The Chief of Staff is n Republican, and I think the Senator is
wrong about the Assistant Secretary of War. DBut I think Sen-
ators on the other side will take advantage of some of the mijs-
takes we made along that line, and I judge, from the smiles on
the faces of some of my friends over on the other side, that
they are not going to put many Democrats in those high places,
sp that if they should make mistakes, they would be blamed on
Republicans. But your crowd will make enough mistakes, and
if the Senator from Wisconsin will be as alert in the future as he
has been in the past, and help us to point out some of the mis-
takes, we can probably save much for the Government of the
United States. Just join with us. 1

Ar. SMOOT rose. !

Mr. HARRISON.

Mr, SMOOT,

F

He

I apply that to the Senator from Utah, toog
I will do it.
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Mr. HARRISON.

Mr. SMOOT.
though.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; the Senator will. He will get my vote.
I vote with the Senator a great deal, except when he seeks to
put a burden on the backs of the American people by placing a
high tariff on woo!, and sugar, and things of that kind. When
he stands for economy, I am with him. I do not know whether
I can stay with him on this fortifications bill or not, because he
has fallen under the spell of extravagance in that bill. Last year
I think we appropriated $8,000,000 for fortifications, and the
Senator has brought in a report for fortifications for over
$18,000,000, ten million increase.

Mr. SMOOT., Oh, no.

Mr. HARRISON. I may be mistaken, but I have the report
here of the Senator, and I ecan do no better than read it.

FORTIFICATIONS AI'PROPRIATION BILL, 1622,

Mr. Smoor, from the Committee on Appropriations, submitted the
following report to accompany H. R. 16100:

The (Eommltteo on Appropriations, to which was referred the bill
(Il. R, 16100) making appropriations for fortifications and other works
of defense, for the armament thereof, and for the procurement of
heavy ordnence for trial and service, for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1822 and for other purposes, reports the same to the Senate with
amendments, and presents herewith Information relating thereto:
Amongt of regular and supplemental estimates for

i P O .
Amount of House bill_____ 8,
Eill as reported to Senate

I will be with you.
1 am afraid I will never get the Senator’s vote,

$35, 676, 533. 66
38, 017. 00
No ¢hange.

Unexpended balances covered into the Treasury by

HOOSE, D e e e e e e e et o e s 233, 555, 760. 00
Additional unexpended balances covered into the Treas-

ury as recommended by Benate committee_ . ———___ 17, 251, 868, 28

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, the Senator from Utah has re-
ported it, the fortifications appropriation bill, and wants action
on it by the Senate, not adding $17,000,000, but we are put-
ting unexpended balances of $17,000,000, more than was put in
by the House, back info the Treasury of the United States.

Mr. HARRISON. That is what you claimed eredit for dur-
ing the last Congress, that you had saved the taxpayers in
reducing the expenditures so much, and now you come in and
take that money and put it back into the Treasury at this time,
when it is the departirents here that saved it, which did not
spend it. It is unexpended and we get no credit for it. Yet
last year you took credit for saving that amount.

Mp, SMOOT. The Senator would not make that statement if
he knew the situation as it is.

Mr. HARRISON. The great trouble is that nobody ever
knows the situation just as the Senator from Utah does.

Mr. SMOOT. I will tell the Senator one thing, that when the
Senator hears the Senator from Utah make a statement he
will find that it is correct.

Mr. HARRISON. Now, one moment. In the discussion of
the Agricultural anpropriation bill the other day the Senator
from Utah stated that an item was carried in the sundry ecivil
Lill that we were trying to appropriate for in the Agricultural
bill, and he finally admitted that it was not carried specifically
in the sundry civil bill. ?

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President, the Senator from Utah did
not admit it, but the Senator from Utah the next morning put
a letter in the Recorp from the Secretary of Commerce, Mr,
Alexander, in which he stated that it was a duplication of work,
and for that work an appropriation was carried in the sundry
civiLdappmpdatlon bill, just as the Senator from Utah had
stated.

Mr, HARIRISON. I thought the Senator was clearly con-
vinced the other day that he was wrong on that proposition.

Mr. SMOOT. No; I was not, and I am not wrong.

Mr, HARRISON. All right; go ahead.

Mr. SMOOT, Mr. President, those appropriations were made
away back in 191G, 1917, and 1918. They were made at a time
when it was not a question of how much money we were going
to appropriate; it was just a question of how much the Secre-
tary of the Navy or the Secretary of War asked for.

Mr, OVERMAN. It was during the war.

Mr. SMOOT. I have said on this floor time and time again
that I did not eare what the Secretary of the Navy or the Secre-
tary of War demanded of Congress by way of appropriations
when we were in war—that if they said it was absolutely neces-
sary I was going to vote for the appropriation—and I think every
Senator here will hear me out that I did. But, Mr. President,
with all the extravagances, and with all the waste of publie
money, those amounts were so mammoth that it was impossible
to spend the money we appropriated. So, as I sald some time
ago, I determined that the unexpended balances of appropria-
tions made by Congress, not for that year, not for the follow-
ing year, but until expended, should be put back into the

Treasury of the United States, and that is what the fortifica-
tions appropriation bill does. It is not an appropriation that
was made for this year, it is not an appropriation that was
made for last year; it covers appropriations that were made
after we went into the war, and they even tegan in 1916, and
those appropriations were made, not for any particular time,
but they were to remain to the credit of the War Department
or the Navy Department until expended. Now, in that bill,
we simply say that not a dollar of the unexpended balance of
those appropriations for the War Department or the Navy
Department shall hereafter be spent, and we repeal the law
and put the money back into the Treasury of the United States,

Mr. HARRISON. I congratulate the Senator from Utah on
admitting that the departmeunts here saved that amount of
money, for the expenditure of which they had been charged with
extravagance by the Senator.

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President, the Senator is wrong there.
They did not save the money. It was absolutely impossible
for them to expend it; we gave them so much.

Mr, HARRISON. Why did you give them so much, and then
charge us with extravagance?

Mr. SMOOT. We gave it just because of the fact that the
Secretary of War said it was absolutely necessary in order to
win the war, and if he had asked for a billion more, or two
billion more, I would have voted for it.

Mr. HARRISON. And in the spirit of economy he saved it,
and did not spend it. Now you are covering it back into the
Treasury of the United States.

Mr. SMOOT., No, Mr. President; we gave him so much
money that he could not find ways to spend it, and the wicked
waste was not sufficient to take it all.

Mr. HARRISON. That is where the definition of waste
comes in from the Senator, and the Senator charged us with
extravagance. They appropriate so much money, and now the
Senator is fussing at the department for saving the money you
appropriated.

Mr., SMOOT. I am not fussing with them at all; and if the
Senator wanted to know just what I mean by public waste, I
could stand on this floor for the next 12 hours and bring cases
to his attention, and to the Senate’s attention, which were next
to a criminal waste of public money. Take the Air Service, for
instance. The Senator knows about that,

Mr. HARRISON. No; I want to discuss river and harbor
problems. When the Senator gets through with his reorganiza-
tion of all this Government work, which I hope to cooperate
with him in, we can fix this thing right. There will not be any
reason then to complain any more. There will not be any over-
lapping of jurisdiction or any useless expenditure of money.
We will have the thing working in perfect harmony and unity.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is a member of that commission,
and I look forward with the greatest delight to his assistance
and his valued recommendations as to the reorganization of the
departments of our Government, with a view to cutting out
every duplication of work, and if the Senator had studied it
as much as I have—

Mr. HARRISON. I have not. I do not see how the Senator
finds so much time to study it.

Mr, SMOOT. If the Senator knew how late I went to bed,
bhe would know.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator should go to bed earlier,
Then he would not be in such a bad temper sometimes.

Mr, SMOOT. I was very glad to hear the Senator say that
he is going to assist in that work.

Mr. HARRISON. I want to follow the Senator's lead.

Mr. SMOOT. Mind you, you have to work at night; and,
mind you, this thing can not be done in three months or four
months or five months or six months, If the reorganization of
our Government departments is completed and the duplication
of work taken out, it means a steady, hard grind for the next
year and a half.

Mr. HARRISON. I want to get it finished in two years, be-
cause at the next election we will come into control of the Sen-
ate, and Senators on the other side may change their senti-
ments, :

Mr. OVERMAN. We have been talking about reorganiza-
tion for the last 10 years, and I expect we will all be dead
before it is realized.

Mr. SMOOT. That was the Senator’s party.

Mr. OVERMAN. Before we came in they
about It.

Mr. HARRISON. I was diverted from the main channel
of my thought. When I was interrupted by the Senator from
Wisconsin, I had started out by ecalling the attention of the
Senate to the fact that last year we appropriafed practically
$£350,000,000 for the Army, and $550,000,000 for the Navy; and

were talking




1921.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

- 3845

several millions for fortifications; I do not know what it was,
but quite a large amount, - We only appropriated at that time
£12,000,000 for rivers and harbors. This year I do not know
whether the Military Affairs Committee of the Senate will re-
duce the amount in the Army appropriation bill much or not;
I hope so. Anyway, it will be around $250,000,000, I should
imagine, and for the Navy it will be approximately four hun-
dred or five hundred millions.

It does seem to me, Senators, that when we are expending
that amount of money to maintain our Army, to be utilized in
times of war, and to maintain a large Navy, to rival the navy
of any other world power, we can certainly afford to expend
at least an amount of money for river and harbor improve-
ments that it would cost to construct, say, one battleship, or
to pay for a little while for one regiment of soldiers. I do
not know what a battleship costs now. When I first came to
Congress, 10 years ago, I think it cost about eight or nine or
ten million dollars. They have been climbing in cost so much
that I imagine now they cost around twenty million, or maybe
more than that. Perhaps the Senator from Florida can fell me,

Mr. TRAMMELL. About twenty millicn.

Mr. HARRISON. If you allow one rock or bed of sand to
be. formed in one harbor in this country, you might lose a
great naval battle, in which all these battleships must be en-
gaged. A little appropriation to clean out the harbors of the
country, in the event we should get into war again, might
save millions and millions of dollars against a destruction of
battleships, and the loss of the Navy, and thousands and
thousands of soldiers.

Mr. President, I have said about all T desire fo say on this
subject. The question is up to each individual Senator as to
whether or not he will vote against the recommendation of the
War Department, and vote only $1 to the project in his dis-
triet, whether it is river or harbor improvement, and not
$4, as recommended for adequate and proper improvement.

I hope that the amendment which I have offered providing for
an increase of the appropriation to $33,000,000 will prevail,
We ought to appropriate $57,000,000, as was recommended by the
War Department. The $33,000,000 which I propose will not do
the work, but, as stated in the lefter to the chairman of the
committee, and also by Gen. Taylor before the House Committee
on Rivers and Harbors, $33,000,000 is the least sum that should
be provided to do the necessary and emergency work.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I shall not take
very much time to discuss this matter. The temptation to
proceed along certain lines is very great, but I shall not do so.
I know that the Senator from Mississippi has enjoyed himself
very much for the last hour or two, and I also have enjoyed
his address very much. !

The situation that confronts us is rather a simple one, Mr,
President. Last year the engineers reported and recommended
that we should appropriate at least $24,000,000; they said they
could not possibly get along with less than that sum; that com-
merce would be very greaily injured unless that amount was
appropriated. The Congress did not agree with them in that
respect and appropriated only $12,000,000. In the letter which
I wrote to the department seeking information I asked a ques-
tion which I will quote exactly. It is as follows:

Haos an]v apparent injury occurred to commerce that can be traced

u

to our failure to appropriate more than $12,000,000 in the last act; and
if so, where did it occur?

The answer is:
I am not able to say that any apparent injury has occurred to

commerce on account of the failure to appropriate more than $12,000,000
in tha last act.

Mr. President, if they were mistaken in their judgment last
year, the committee thought there might be a possibility of their
being mistaken in their judgment this year. When they say
that $33,000,000 is the minimum that can be gotten along with
without injury to commerce, we have no doubt they are honest
in their judgment in that respect, just as they were honest in
their judgment that they gave us last year; but they were mis-
taken last year, and it is possible they may be mistaken this
vear, We rather think that they are.

It has been suggested that the department has asked for an
appropriaticn of $57,000,000. They did, Mr. President, but what
was the theory upon which that estimate was based? I find
in the Book of Estimates at the close of the estimates for rivers
and harbors a statement made which I think it is well to read
it into the REecorp to show the basis upon which the erdinary
estimates of the Government are made. This is the note:

The foregoing estimates, amounting to $10,982,950, are for works

which Congress bas provided may be carried on under the continuing-
rwpiract system.

That is, the estimate that would be carried and was carriet
on the sundry civil bill, and it is not included in the estimate of
$57,000,000.

The sundry | i “
after the Seére?avriy ggtwl}g?rg;:tlll i?:nn%a%fylssggﬁ: tr‘:";lt?telfatte?tin yect‘;(i'i
for river and harbor improvements required for the ensuing fiscal year
to the Secretary of the Treasury, to be included and carried into the
sum total of the Book of Estimafes.” It Is the view of the President
that under that statute it is the duty of the department not fto recom-
mend projects or expenditures, but to give the Congress detailed infor-
mation as to the sums which it would be necessary to expend if the
projects already authorized are to be carried forward without loss or
delay. In accordance with that view, the above estimates for the re-
spective works for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, are submitted
under two heads, namely, for works which Congress has provided may

carried on under the continuing-contract system and for projects
that have been adopted by Congress for which nB]prolJriations wlPl be re-
quired for their prosecution, completion, or maintenance if they are to
carried forward without loss or delay.

Of course, nobody contends that the river and harbor works
which Congress has heretofore approved and made appropria-
tions for can be carried on as rapidly and as expeditiously
with the amount of money proposed to be appropriated as they
could be if we had appropriated a larger amount of money, al-
though, judging the future by the experience of the past, we
might even come to that conclusion, for, with an abundance of
money on hand, the river and harbor works have not been car-
ried on as expeditiously as it seems they might have been car-
ried on. Of course, we have had exceptional conditions; every-
body knows that. One of the reasons given by the engineers
why projects in many cases have not been ecarried on more rap-
idly has been that contracts could not be made upon reasonable
terms for the earrying on of the work; and no one can complain
of or criticize the engineers for not letting contracts at unrea-
sgonable rates.

Mr. President, what is now the situation? The situation is
this: On the 31st of December there was on hand for the river
and harbor projects of the country that have heretofore been
adopted by Congress, and for which appropriations have been
made, the sum of $41,658,334.33. Out of the lump sum appro-
priation of last year, as the Senator from Mississippi has said,
there were $1,633,6500 unallotted; in other words, we had on
hand $43,291,984.33. The Senator argues that there are only
$1,633,650 of the $12,000,000 of the last act unexpended; that is,
that would be the impression. I do not think the Senator
intended to convey that impression. I do not know how much
of that money has not been spent, but §1,0663,650 is the amount
that has not been allotted. The remainder of it has been al-
lotted to various projects. Probably the expenditure is under
way, or probably it is being held with reference to those par-
tléular projects to meet any emergency that imay hereafter
arise. :

I will say that I have not secured definite information as to
Jjust how mueh of that particular money has actually been ex-
pended, but we have a statement from the engineers in refer-
ence to the condition of this $41,658,334.33, and that statement
appears in the report of the committee, as follows:

Of this amount on December 31, 1920, there was obligated by out-
standing contracts and labilities $17,648,158.42.

That was the amount that was actually obligated, but it had
not been spent, the work had not been done, and that money is
still available during the ensuing months to go on with work
that is under way. Of that $41,658,384.33, $24,010,170.91 was
unobligated; there was no liability against it at all; it was
simply standing to the credit of various projects throughout
the country, subject to expenditure any time that the engineers
find it profitable or desirable to use it. So, Mr. President, we
will have, with the $15,000,000 proposed to be appropriated in
the pending bill from the 1st of January of this year, over
$58,000,000 available for river and harbor work during, tech-
nically, as the Senator from Mississippi has stated, the 18
months to July 1, 1922, or really 15 months from now until the
end of the fiscal year 1922; but the regular session of Congress
will meet in December of this year, and I am satisfled that
probably long before June 30, 1922, a river and harbor bill will
be passed. The fact must not be overlooked that every river
and harbor bill always provides that the moneys appropriated
in the bill shall be immediately available, so that from the time
of the passage of the bill the money provided for in it will be
available,

There is another fact that I do not want to have overlooked,
and it should not be overlooked, in considering these matters.
The largest annual expenditure that the Government has made
for river and harbor improvement since 1896 was made in 1914,
when we spent $40,244,104.45, and the next largest in any one
year was the next year, 1915, when we spent $37,707,4590.72;
and, mark you, Mr. President, the next highest annual expendi-
ture for river and harbor improvements was in the year 1920,
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with half of that year under the lnmp-=sum appropriation of
$12 000,000, when we spent $33,777,234.78.

Se, if we spend the money during the next 18 months at the
rate it was spent last year, we will be spending money faster |
than we have ever spent it durilng any year in the history of the |
Republe, except the two years 1914 and 1915, and with the |
$15,000,000 proposed now to be appropriated and the funds .on |
hand we will have money enough to do that thing. So, looking
at it even from that standpoint, it can not be shewn that there |
is any unduoe neglect of river and harbor improvements. !

It is true that during the last three or four years there has
been considerable neglect of our river and harbor improve-
ments; and I agree with the Senator from Migsissippi that we |
really ought to have more money for river and harbor improve- |
ments; but the fact, I think, ought to be taken into considera-
tion by the friends of river and harbor improvements that we
ean not expect to sccure through Congress the appropriations
for river and harbor improvements that we really ought to have
until the unexpended balance is brought down a little bit. If
we are confronted every time that we bring up a river and har- |
bor bill in Congress with a balance on hand of $40,000,000 or
$50,000,000, it does nmot need any argument to convince anybody
that we can not get a proper bill. 8o I believe—and I believe
this very strongly—that the increase of this appropriation, say,
to $30,000,000 or $25,000,000 would ultimately be really against |
proper river and harbor development. If the engineers come to [

the Congress mext year and show to us that, with a judicious |

expenditure in the preceding years, the balance for river and
harbor improvements amounts to only five or ten million dollars, |
then Congress will make appropriations and will make proper |
provision for the projects that ought to be cared far.

Mr. President, I think we ought to bring about a considerable
change in our system of making appropriations for river and
harbor improvements. We have in the report a detafled state-
ment from the engineers of the amount of money on hand for
every project throughout the country that Congress has ap-|
proved and appropriated for., There are mearly 500 of these
different projects with varying sums on hand. The amount of |
money on hand for many of these projects has been on hand
for years; in other words, we have millions of dollars of money
tied up in various projects throughout the country that has
been tled up for years and is not being used. There is mno
benefit coming from it, and if we will overhaul this state of
affairs, in my judgment, we can ‘take money away from projects
that have been lying idle for years and which probably will
continue to lie idle and make it awvailable for other projects
where it will be used to advantage.

These projects will not suffer—not in the least, They are
getting no benefit from this money that is on hand; and so it is
the purpose of our committee in the next session of Congress,
when we have a regular river and harbor bill, fo take up that
situation and meet it in the way that we think is proper.

Mr. President, looking at this matter from the standpoint of
whether or not this $15,000,000 is really sufficient to take -care
properly of the needs of the commerce of our harbars and rivers
dnring the coming year, I believe that this $15,000,000 will do it
It probably will not do:all that we should like to have done. It
probably will not do all that we really cught fo have done; but,
in my judgment, our commerce will not suffer any serious in-
jury. It may be that some of our projects will not go along as
fast as they ought to or as fast as we would like to have them
go on; but, on the whole, commerce will be cared for ‘at the end
of the year with this amount of money as well as it is rlow.

Mr. McNARY. My, President:

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Curits in the chair). Does
the Senator from Washington yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. JONES of Washington. T do.

AMr, McNARY. Of course, T am deeply interested in the im-
provement of rivers amd hurbors, and a8 a member of that com-
mittee I want to ask the ehajirman if the $15,000,000, which he
now advocates as the proper sum to appropriate, comiemplates
the construction of any works on new projects?

Mr, JONES of Washington. It does mot. It can not be used
‘on new projects.

Mr. McNARY. Then the simple truth is that those com-
munities, those ports that have projects that are feagilile and
are needed in order more properly to employ eur merchant ma-
rine, will go neglected under an appropriation of $15,000,0007

Ar. JONES of Washington. They will go for another year,
as they have been going for all the years of the past.

Mr. McNARY. Is it true, may I ask the chairman, that when
the TTouse sent over an appropriation in the sum of, 1 think,
$12,000,000. that did not contemplate the improvement of any
new projeci?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly.

Mr. McNARY. And the same practice obtains this year?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly.

Mr. McNARY. Can the chairman advise the Senate when we
svill zo back to the old practice, so thoroughly established, which
has done so mmch to improve our rivers and harbors and perts,
amnder which Congress will again have some guthority to specify
new projects?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I was just coming to that, and
about fo touch onit. I thought I made it plain a shile ago that

| T 4id moet consider that this amount is all that we ordinarily

would .and should appropriate for these purposes, but under the
present comdlition of things it is a reasonably satisfactory
famount.

I do hope, alse, that Senators will give comsideration to the
snggestion that it is really in the interest of proper river and
Imrbor development that we should keep down these appropria-
tions until the unexpended balance is down to a reasonably low
amount, so that every time we come here with a river and harbor
bill we shall not be confronted with the plea that there are forty
or fifty millions on hand, and that is nsed as a very strong argu-
ment egainst really adeguate appropriations.

Now, let nus consider the legislative situation. We found this
to be the case: We appointed a subcommitiee to consider the
matter and confer with the House Members; because while it is
well for us to talk about acting mpon our own responsibility,
and while as a general thing I think we ought to act on our own
responsibility, yet in order to accomplish resulis we must have
coordination even between the two Houses. Last year we in-
gisted on amending the bill so that it carried a large sum of
money and passed it in that form. 3Ie went over to the House
and had our conference, and I toek particular pains myself to
put on the conference committee a majority of Benators who
were in favor -of the action of the Senate under all circum-
stances, and we held out until the last hour and the last min-
ute of the session.. We held out until it was ammounced on the
next day that the river and harbor bill had in fact falled, and
we had to recede in erder to get anything. We do not accom-
plish anything by going up against a situation like that at a
session like this, which must close at a ecertain hour; so eur
commitiee decided that we would confer and that we ought to
confer avith the responsible leaders in the House of depresenta-
tives and find out what their policy would be and what they
had in mind, and this is the sifuation:

It was pointed out that to place amendments on this bill weuld
very seriously endanger its passage. Under the new procedure
in the House, the Appropriations Committee can provide only
for things that are authorized by law. Practically all the
amendments that the Senate had in mind putting on the bill
would have been items of new legislation, er they would be leg-
islation under the rule of the House. Separate votes would be
demanded, and all that sort of thing, and the leaders there felt
very strengly that the adding of any amendments to this bill
would seriously endanger its passage. Then we found that the
Hivers and Harbors Committee of the House had reported whut
might be termed a legislative river and h¥rbor bill, a bill pro-
viding for the modification .of certain projects, a bill providing
for additional surveys. I «do not think that bill provided for
any strictly new projects. It was not expected that that bill
would have even any consideration in the Honse, much less any
chance of passage. Bo we conferred with the leaders there as
to what would likely be done in a legislative way toward get-
ting new projects and new authorizations, and so forth, and, if
that was contemplated, when-it would be done. I was assured
that early in the extra session of Congress which we know 1is
going to be called a legislative bill would be taken up, and that
legislative Dill would deal with projects that shonld be modified,
that it wonld provide for surveys, and that it would also provide
for new projects—they said they thought it ought to provide
for new projects—and we were assured that that legislation
would be taken up early in the extra session.

With those assurances, with that sitnation confronting us,
the committee decided that in the interest of river and harbor
development, in the interest of economy, and to insure legisla-
ton, it would be wise to report this bill without any amendment
whatever; and T have now stated briefly practically all the
warious considerntions that infloenced the committee in taking
the action that it did.

Mr. KING. Mr, President

The PRESIDING OFFICER (3r. PorspExTER in the chair).
Does the Sengtor from Washington yield to the Senator from
Utah?

Mr, JONES of Washingten. I yield to the Senator. N

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think he wounld rest the
position of the committee in reporting this sc-called modest
sum upon stronger ground if he put it purely upon the proposi-
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tion that in view of the fact that there are forty odd millions
of dollars unexpended, and in view of the fact that the Treasury
now is faced with a deficit of $2,000,000,000, this i3 all in
Justice that ought to have been appropriated at this session?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I put it on that ground and on
the other ground, too. I simply add one ground to the other.
1 think that ground is substantial and justifies the action of
the committee, but I take it we are further justified from the
other situation.

Mr. KING. I hope the Senator is not urging support of this
bill upon the theory that within a short time and at the special
session we will have another river and harbor bill

Mr, JONES of Washington. Not at all, except that I think
it is very proper that we should consider the question as to
whether we will put legislative provisions in this bill, or
whether we will wait for the future. I do not believe there
would be any serious econtroversy about the proposition that
there are new projects of river and harbor improvement in this
country that ought to be undertaken, that in the interest of
commerce should be undertaken. Under the rules of another
body these can not be provided for in the way that we are
appropriating now. Of course we could put them on this bill;
they would not be subject to a poeint of order under our rules;
but it is not necessary for me to tell the Senators what the
situation would be in conference under those circumstances.
Senators have had too much experience in conference matters
to make it necessary for me to say anything about that. The
only way in which these new improvements can be inaugurated
or authorized so that an appropriation can be made is to have
this legislative bill passed, and I think it is only fair and reason-
able that before Senators neglect the opportunity to put upon
this bill new projects which would be -clearly in order under
the rules of the Senate they should have some assurance or
information as to what will likely be the future program, so
I do not think that is unreasonable at all. I think it is entirely
proper; and remember that the legislative bill to which I have
referred would not be a bill appropriating money, but simply a
bill authorizing new projects whenever Congress should deem
it wise to make the appropriations for them.

Mr. President, there is one other situation that I think I
briefly referred to a while ago, but I am going to call more
particular attention to it now.

The committee also felt that in the case of these projects, 500
of them, scattered all over the country, for which millions of
dollars have been appropriated from time to time in the past
but not expended and apparently not needed, this money could
be made available for proper river and harbor expenditures
during the next 18 months by a provision in this legislative
bill, framed and passed after we had full opportunity to con-
sider carefully the various projects and pick out the amounts
of money that will not be needed in connection with those
particular projects, and make those same amounts of money,
without any new appropriation, available for these various
projects. I am satisfied that there are five or ten or even
fifteen mlillion dollars of that money in that situation.

Mr. President, I think that is all that I will say.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from \Wash-
ington yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I yield to the Senator.’

Mr, SIMMONS. How can it be ascertained, until the work
is completed, whether or not the monhey heretofore appropriated
for a particular project which has not yet been finished will
be needed?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think we will find a great
many projects throughout the country where the warks au-
thorized by Congress have actually been completed, but there
are large sums of money for maintenance that have not been

necessary.

Mr. SIMMONS. I would not disagree with the Senator if
the work has already been completed; but where the work has
not been completed, we can not tell until it is completed whether
or not the money will be needed. Of course, the engineers
might make an estimate that in all probability the work could
be completed without the expenditure of the full amount of the
appropriation.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I have in mind largely this, and
I refer to projects in my own State: I examined the items in
this list from my own State, and I found there half a dozen
items for which several thousand dollars was available. It has
becn available for a good long while, and yet I know that the
conditions there are such that this money will not be spent
there, it will not be needed there, or, if it is needed or if it is
spent, it will be spent in the way of maintenance, and that can

be taken care of out of a fund for maintenance; and I assume
that there are projects in other States in the same situation
as my own. Take one project in my State. There is $89,000,
I think, available for maintenance. It has been available, I
think, for two or three years. It will not injure that project
to take that money away from there now, unless, of course, if
the engineer should say to us, * We will need that mouey in
the coming year,” then we would not take it.

I would, of course, expect to get information from the en-
gineers as to the need for the money and the probable need for
its expenditure in the next year or two, and if they said, “ We
are satisfied conditions are such that we will need the money,”
of course we would not divert it. But that must be looked into
very earefully. The eight or nine thousand dollars for the
project in my State could be put into this fund, and then when-
ever maintenance is necessary out of a fund I think we ought to
provide for that maintenance.

Mr. SIMMONS. Has the project been l:(}mpi(‘ted"

Mr. JONES of Washington. It is still not exaectly completed.
This is the real situation: We appropriate the money upon a
condition ; that is, we provide that when a locality does certain
things then we will maintain the project. The locality has not
finished its work, and yet we have been appropriating for main-
tenance,

Mr. SIMMONS. The probabilities are the locality will not
comply with the conditions?

Mr. JONES of Washington.
ply, so far as that is concerned.

Mr. SIMMONS. That makes it clear, because the money
might be returned back into the Treasury or appropriated so
it could be used for some other project. But that is not the
main question that I rose for the purpose of asking the Senator,

Mr. LENROOT rose.

Mr. SIMMONS. Does the Senator from Wisconsin desire fo
interrupt? :

Mr. LENROOT. I merely desire to call attention to the fact
that there is over a million dollars now available of the nature
of which the Senator speaks, running back as far as 1910, when
appropriations were made upon the condition that the localities
do certain things which they have failed to do.

Mr. SIMMONS. I think there are many cases of that sort
where some considerable amount of the money could be salvaged
in the way the Senator mentions and probably turned back into
the Treasury or applied to some other project. But that would
require new legislation.

What I rose for the purpose of inquiring about specially was
the Senator’s statement with regard to the unexpended balance
now appropriated. I do not know that I clearly understood the
statement of the Senator. I wish to ask if it is not a fact that
the whole unexpended balance of forty-odd million dollars rep-
resents money that has heretofore heen approprluted for specitic
projects?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think that is probably true
unless there may be part of it out of the allotment of last year;
but I think probably all of the $41,000,000 has been appropriated
for specific projects.

Mr. SIMMONS. Not a dollar of that money can be expended
for any project except and to the extent of the appropriation
for the particular project.

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is true under the situation
as it now exists.

Mr, SIMMONS. The Senator said, as I understood him,
that of the $41,000,000 there was still $24,000,000 that had not
been contracted for.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Or obligated in any way.

Mr, SIMMONS, Or in any way obligated?

Mr. JONES of Washington, That is true.

Mr. SIMMONS. That amount does not help in any way
the work on projects that have been approved and for which
there is no appropriation outstanding.

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is true. They would not
be counsidered as new projects unless we have appropriated for
something,

Mr. SIMMONS. No; I refer to projects that have been ap-
proved and work upon which has been begun, but the appro-
priations have been exhausted or are very nearly exhausted.
The unused sum of $24,000,000 appropriated for other projects
but not used, confracted, or obligated, as stated by the Senator,
can not be used for approved projects the appropriations for
which are exhausted.

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is true.

Mr. SIMMONS. With reference to those particular projects,

Oh, yes: the locality will com-

we must either appropriate more money or the work upon them
must stop.

Is not that true?
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Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; except that I wish to eall
the Senator’s attention to this fact——

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator wlill pardon me——

Mr. JONES of Washington. Right in connection with that I
wish to call the Senator’s attention to this fact: I asked the
department for a statement of all the projects that the Congress
had approved for which appropriations had been made, and I
have them get forth in the report. Glancing over it hurriedly
I do not see a single project that does not have some money
on hand.

Mr. SIMMONS. Probably most of them have a small amount
on hand, but a very inadequate amount in most cases..

Mr. JONES of Washington. It may be and it may not be.
There is no showing by the engineers. 3

Mr, SIMMONS. It is, I think, in most cases inadeguate, if
the Senator will examine them. The appropriations on hand
are very inadequate for continued prosecution of the work upon
an economical basis.

Mr. JONES of Washiagton. I think, in those projects where
there is such a small amount on hand, that there is no great
need for money. For instance, out in my own State—and T
Judge other States very much by that—there is Olympia Har-
bor, which has an unexpended balanee of $2,645.10. There was
just $200 spent on that last year. That is all that was neces-
sary. What is needed there is a new project, for Congress to
adopt a new project. Here is Tacoma Harbor, with an unex-
pended balance of $2,496. I do not think there was a dollar
spent on that last year. ]

Mr., SIMMONS. 1What I desire to get from the Senator, if
he has it, is this information: There are certain projects for
which money has been appropriated and not expended; enough
is left to complete the project, or to at least continue the work
on the project for the next fiseal year. There are certain other
projects for which the money appropriated is insufficient to eon-
duct work on the project for the next fiscal year. There are cer-
tain other projeets for which money has been appropriated,
and the appropriated funds have been exhausted or reduced to
an unworkable margin. Has the Senator segregated these
groups or class of cases from those for which the unexpended
appropriation is sufficient to continue the work on them for the
ensuing year? Can the Senator tell us what amount would be
necessary to earry on the work on those projects where the ap-
propriation is inadequate for the next fiscal year?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I have not segregated those dif-
ferent projects. That would require a great deal of investiga-
tion and a great deal of time, and we have not had the time nor
opportunity to do it. I am satisfied that $15,000,000 will be
sufficient to maintain the new work, at any rate, because it
probably will not earry it on, but it will maintain harbor con-
ditions in that condition in which they now are and serve the
commerce we have now. At the specially large ports of the
country they have tremendous sums of money on hand to carry
on the work. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr., HARRISON]
referred to New York, and I think they have several million
dollars on hand there, He referred fo the construction of locks
and dams on the Ohio River. They have practically $5,000,000
on hand there. They spent only $5,000,000 last year.

Mr. SIMMONS. The $5,000,000 unexpended appropriation
for the Ohio River project, though it may not be needed for that
river, can not be expended for others, and does not help projects
that bave not suflicient money left over to continue work on
them.

Mr. JONES of Washington. T appreeiate that.

Ar. SIMMONS. 1Is not that true?

Mr. JONES of Washington. The $15,000,000 is supposed to
take care of that.

Mr. SIMMONS. That is what I understand. The $15,000,000
Jump sum is supposed to take care of the cases to which I am
referring; but does not the Senator understand that when the
bureau of the War Department having this matter in charge
estimates that $33,000,000 is required to carry on the work for
the next year it means that $33,000,000 is necessary to carry
on the work on the projects, for which the present appro-
priation is inadequate, in order that the work begun on them
may go on continuously?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think that is their judgment,
but they were mistaken last year,

Mr, SIMMONS. If that is their judgment, then it does not
secin to me that the fact that there is $24,000,000 appropriated,

that has not been expended and that has not been contracted for,
at all meets the situation or is influential in determining what
should be cur action in the premises, because that $24,000,000
can not in any condition be used for the purpose of carrying
on the work on those projects where the appropriation is ex-
hausted or very near exhausted,

Mr. JONES of Washington. That may not appeal to the Sen-
afor; but the Senator does know that it is a powerful argument
in the hands of those who desire to defeat the purpose of the
committee.

Mr, SIMMONS. I know it appeals to the judzment of those
who do not understand the river and harbor situation. I know
it is easy enoungh to ask why should we be appropriating more
money when there is $24,000,000 in the Treasury that has here-
tofore been appropriated for projects, and which is unexpended
and uncontracted for and unobligated.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I must say that I do not know.

Mr. SIMMONS. I am trying to make answer to that. I say
the answer to that is that that applies only to particular
projects.

Mr. JONES of Washington. But will the Senator answer
this question: Why is it that they have not spent it and used it
for the purposes for which Congress provided it?

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not able to answer why they have not
done it. .

Mr. JONES of Washington. Neither am I.

Mr, SIMMONS. I think if they have not done it because the
money is not needed or because it has been determined that
the project should not be further developed, then we ought to
cover that money by legislation into the Treasury. However,
that is another question,

Mr. JONES of Washington. I know it is another question.

Mr. SIMMONS. The proposition I am trying to present is
that these large unused appropriations do not relieve the needs
of those projects for which there is not a sufficient amount ap-
propriated or in any way available,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Dut if they will not spend the
money for projects for which it is available, what hope have
we that they will spend new money that we may appropriate,
even for additional projects?

Mr. SIMMONS, I assume, when the department comes to
Congress and asks for $33,000,000 for those projeets ihat have
been begun and with reference to which they have no sufficient
money to carry on the work, that the department means by
that to say that the money is asked for immediante use on the
projects estimated for.

Mr. JONES of Washington.
past, ;

Mr. SIMMONS. I have been a member of the Committee on
Commerce for a long time and I know, as the Senator knows,
that to provide continuous prosecution of certanin great projecis
like that of the Ohio River projeet, with its complicated system
of locks and dams, large sums were appropriated and, probably,
large aunthorizations made, but on account of the war the work
did not go forward as rapidly as was antieipated, leaving
large unexpended balances.

But those appropriations were made with a view to the com-
pletion of the projects, and those projects are still being prose-
cuted. That unexpended money is in the Treasury—it has not
been drawn out. It is a mere appropriation. If it is never
drawn out the Government will not suffer. But it is not avail-
able for any other project.

Mr. JONES of Washington.
other purpose.

Mr, SIMMONS. What I am trying to impress upon the Sen-
ator at this time—and I am sure the Senator realizes it—is
that these vast appropriations which have been unexpended for
these big projects, like the one on the Ohlo River, do not help
out the situation with reference to the smaller projects which
are now suffering because there Is not sufficient money to
carry on the work, and we ought to consider this matter, not
from the standpoint of these unexpended appropriations, but
from the standpoint of the needs of the other projects which
have been approved as worthy objeets for the expenditure of
publie money.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I think the Senator from North
Caroling takes a too narrow view of it. The appropriations which
have been nrade, and which are vnexpended, for the Ohio River,
or New York Harbor, or for the Mississippi River, stand to the
eredit of those works, nnd because they are available, less
money will be needed in these projects, because they have the
money on hand, and they do not reguire so much out of this bulk
appropriation.

- Mr. SIMMONS. These projects are not, I think, included In
the estimates.

My, NELSON. The fact is that some of these projects have
so much money on hand that it is all they can expend for the
next year. They can work only about so fast, and if they have
the money available to do that work, it does not come out of
this lunrp-sum appropriation. It is relieved to that extent.

It has not meant that in the

No; and not available for any
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Mr. SIMMOXNS. I understand that perfectly, Mr. President.
But I want to say to the Senator that no part of this $33,000,000
estimated for by the department, as I understand it, was for
these schemes for which an adequate amount of money has
already been appropriated, and a large amount of which is un-
expended. As I understand, it is only to eover cases where the
appropriation available at the present time is inadequate and
insuflicient to carry the work for another year. Am I net cor-
rect about that, I ask the Senator from Washington?

Mr. JONES of Washington. They do not specify the particu-
lar projects they would apply this thirty-three niillion te, but
they simply make the general statement that in their judgment
the $33,000,000 is the minimunr necessary to maintain the har-
bors and rivers of the country im such shape as te bring ahont
no injury to commerce.

Mr., SIMMONS. Did they not send us a statement showing
the amount they thought would be necessary for the various

rojects?
X Mr. JONES of Washington. As I read, they sent a gemeral
estimate at the opening of the Congress.

Mr, SIMMONS. What is the amount of that?

AMr. JONES of Washington. That is $57,000,000. Bat I read
the note to these appropriations. It has been construed that
these are not estimates in the nature of recommendations at all,
but simply the estimmate of the department as to the amount ef
money necessary to carry on the projeet without delay or loss;
that is all. Then they finally reduced that to $33,000,000 as a
minimum, without specifying the particular projects they
wanted to spend the money on.

Mr. SIMMONS. That is as I understood it. I undersiood
1hat in their estimates as the amount of money that was needed
for all the projects, they fixed the figure at fifty-odd million
dollars.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; $57,000,000.

Mr. SIMMONS. But under preasum, when they Were asked
to say how much would be necessary in order that river and
harbor work might go on, they said it would be necessary, if
this work was fo go on, that we should appropriate at least
$33,000,000; and they did not refer, then, to works that have
already a large sum to their eredit, but to works with inade-
quate appropriations.

I take it that means that if we appropriate a lesser sum than
that, some of the projects which have been authorized by Con-
gress heretofore as warthy of governmental development will
have to be abandoned, tempeorarily at least. I am not making
any controversy with the chairman of the committee. I reallze
the situation he found himself in. I realize as well as he does
that if we are to adequately provide for the continuance of
work upon worthy projects in this country we should appro-
priate more than $15,000,000. DBut, Mr. President, I also realize
what I think the Senator from Washington, the chairman of
the committee, does, and what I believe every member of the
Committee on Commerce realizes, that in the situation which
now confronts us, it is not & question of how much is needed
for the prosecution of this great work, but it is a question of
how much we can get under present legislative conditions,

I believe, just as mueh as the Senator from Mississippi be-
lieves, that the petty lump-sum policy we have followed during
the last three or four years with reference to river and harbor
improvement is a very short-sighted policy. I believe in the
years to come we will see that if Is not only short-sighted but
indefensible, not to say inexcusable. I regret very mmuch that
it has to be continued another year. I had hoped, when last
year we appropriated a lump sum flagrantly insufiicient—even
insignificant as compared with the amount needed—that this
year we might have a reasonably adequate river and harbor bill,
and fhat this great work, more needed at this time, in my judg-
ment, than at any time in our history, would be vigorously
prosecuted in the interest of commerce and of the transportation
requirements of the counfry.

The Senator's party in the other House have determined upon
ihis poliey for at least another year, and they have sent us a
bill, notified us through the chairman of their committee on
rivers and harbors, and probably through a subcommittee of
that committee, that they will not submit to any increase in the
amount carried in their bill., They have notified us that if we
amend this bill in any particular whatever we will have no
“river and harbor legislation at this session of the Congress.

I do not Enow whether they are in earmest about that or not,
hut I do know the time is very short, Mr. President, in which
we have to act, and I do know that they have impressed the
chairman and the subcommittee of the Committee on Commerce
of the Senate, whe conferred with them on this behalf, with
their seriousness and determination in this matter.

The sitwation as thus presented was thrashed out very thor-
oughly in our committee, and while many members of the com-
mittee did not approve of this policy, as I did net, and felt
that this appropriation was flagrantly inadeguate, I believe
that all finolly agreed that in the situatien in which we found
ourselves, it was better to acrept something than to get nothieg,
and I think in view of these cireumstances there was unani-
meus eonsent in the committee that we would permit the House
in this particular case to coeree us against offering any amend-
ments to this bill and in accepting it just as they had written
it. I hope we will not again be put in that attitude with refer-
ence to this or any other legislation. I trust that when this
matter is taken up for consideration and action by Congress
again we will take it wp in time, so that we may have an
opportunity to fight these questions out, if there is a disagree-
ment between the twe Houses, to the end that ome branch of
the Cengress shall not have to submit to the dictation of the
other branch.

Mr. President, I de not think this §15,000,000 will be sufficient
to do any construetion work, or, if any, only a very limited
amount of additional eonstruction werk. It may, and prob-
ably will, be sufficient for purposes of maintenance; but, Mr.
President, the continuation of the necessary expenditures, in
order to maintain the works we have already finished, or to
keep those works which are in a state of prosecutiom from de-
terioration, is @ very important matter, and if §15,000,000 serves
no other purpese than to enable us to protect and maintain
against deterioration the river and harbor works we have
already done it will serve a good purpose, and I think we will
be justified, in the circumstances, in conferming to the condi-
tions the other House has imposed upon us, in erder to get
enough meney for this purpose, theugh nothing, or practically
nothing, can be had for further improvement and consfrue-
tion.

!t would be a crim.e to fail to provide for the maintenanee of

the imprevements and development already made and aecom-

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I join the Senator
in the hope that in the very near future we can act upon these
bills in & way different from that in which we are really
forced to act now. I think we ought soon to adopt a general
policy with reference to these matters, and I hope we will soon
do so, and I want to say that I shall de all I can to have this
inken up as early as possible in the next Congress, and I want
to take it up in such a way that the Senate can express its
real judgment and desire in regard to these matters, and
express its real judgment as ta what onght to be done, and then
I shall join very streugly with the Senater in insisting upon a
full aud free conference with the other House with reference
to the differences between the two Houses,

For myself, I now say that I will not go upon a canfercnee
with the other House on the differences on a bill of this kind
under the conditioms impesed by the rules they have neow,
whichr do not permit & full and free conference, and which
shackle the conferees of the one House, while the conferees of
the other House are free.

Mr. HARRISON. I understood the Senator to say that he
will not go as one of the conferees with the other House under
the peculiar rules they have now prevailing in the House, which
prevent free conferences?

Mr. JONES of Washingten. I will mot go unless they ex-
pressly give their conferees authority to enter a full and free
confercnce.,

Mr. HARRISON. Has that influenced the Senator in his
action im vofing out a $15,000,000 apprepriation bill this
time?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Not at all.

Mr. HARRISON, It has had nothing to do with this bill?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Not at this time. That is simply
a notifieation, gs far as. I am concerned, as to the attitude I
propose to take in the future with reference to cenferences oun
4 bill of this character. .

Mr, SIMMONS. Thea Senator means he is not going to sub-
mit to this sort of dictation any lenger?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I will not, if I can help it.

Mr. SIMMONS. I am glad to hear the Senator say that.

Mr, SMOOT. As fhe Senator kmows, in ike past the House
has had free conferences. Under the rules of the House te-
day, if the Senate has three conferees, the House has 435 con-
ferees. The Senate can not put anything into a bill in the way
of an amendment upon which the conferees may agree, but the
amendment has got to go back to the House of Rlepresentatives
and the House has to vote upon it. Then, after they have voted
upon it, the matter goes to conference,

N
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Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Utah means that is the
case under the present rules of the House?

Mr. SMOOT. That is the condition under the present rules
of the House; in other words, the Senate enters into a confer-
ence with three conferees, but those conferees find themselves
confronted by a conference with the House of Representatives,
which has a membership of 435.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. If the conferees on the part of the
Senate yield, it is all right; but if they do not, then the matter
goes back to the House?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr. JONES of Washington. In other words, the House con-
firees can not yield. That is not a full and free conference,
kAs I have said, I do not propose to go into a conference of that

ind.

Now, Mr. President, I want to put into the ReEcorp some data
that I think will be very valuable for future reference. I called
* on the department for information with reference to the num-
ber of harbors that we have of a certain depth—of 25 feet to
30 feet, 30 feet to 85 feet, and 35 feet to 40 feet, and so forth—
and I have those data here. I ask that they may be inserted
in the REcorp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN in the
chair). Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is
so0 ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

WaAR DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS,
Washington, February 17, 1921,
Hon. WESLEY L. JONES,
United Stalea Senate.

Subject : Information regarding merchant vessels, etc.

My DeAr Sgxator: 1. In re];!{ to your inguiry of February 11 I take
pleasure in handlni you herewith a memorandum prepared by the chief
statistician of the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, together
with the inclosures referred to in the memorandum.

You will observe that an attempt has been made to answer all
the questions which were put in your in of February 11. Consider-
able of the Information given in Mr, Ritter's memorandum will without
doubt be duplicated in such replies as may be made by the Shipping
Board and the Department of Commerce, but I am nevertheless for-
warding the entire memorandum in the hope that it may be serviceable
to you

Laxsine H. BeacH,
AMajor General, Chief of Engineers.

‘Very truly, yours,

WAR DEPARTMENT,
Tue BoArD oF ENGINEERS FOR RIVERS AND HARBORS,
February 13, 1921

MEMORANDUM RELATIVE TO DRAFTS OF AMERICAN MERCHANT VESSELS.

Neither Lloyd's Register nor the List of Merchant Vessels of the
United States, published by the Department of Commerce, gives infor-
mation relative to the draft of vessels, and it is lmiposslbla to determine
the draft from a statement ol the tonnage and dimensions of a given
vessel, In actual practice, it is found that the drafts of vessels built
from ldentical plans vary somewhat.

The imﬁomnce of accurate information relative to the drafts of ves-
gels is fully appreclated by the board, and provisions for securing this
data with reference to our ports has been made in the new plan for
collecting commercial statistics recently recommended by this office and
approved by the Chief of Engineers. he port facllities commission of
the Bhipping Board in 1018-19 made a study of the dimensions and
drafts of vessels constructed dnringlquinqu_ennial periods between 1889
and 1918, and the tables and graphs showing the results of this study
are inclosed herewith. The information was obtained by direct corre-
spondence with a large number of vessel owners and operators, but re-
plies were mot secured in all cases and can not therefore be used to
state detinitely the number of vessels of each foot of draft.

here is inclosed herewith a table showing the dimensions and draft
of the 10 largest vessels constructed durin% each 5-year period between
1889 and 1918. Based upon the studies of the port facilitles commis-
gion and further investigations made by this office slnce taking over the
work of that commission, the following table has been prepared ghow-
ing the tonnage and drafts of American merchant steam vessels, with
the number of vessels in each of several specified classes as indicated
H Lloyd's Register. The drafts given are necessarily approximate in
ew of the absence of complete data on the subject, but are, neverthe-
less, believed to be very close to the actual.

Tonnage and drafts of American merchant steam vegselsl

Number
Net tons. Gross tons. Deadweight tons. | ofsteam- Draft.
ers,
Feet.
66610 1,333, 1,500 to 3,000. . . .. 2 18.0
1,333 t0'2,000. ... 2| 3,000 to 4,500, . 1 . 909 21.0
2,000 to 2,666.. .... | 4,500 £06,000. . ... 410 22.5
21666 103,333, ... -| 8,000 t07,500. - ... 305 2.0
3,333 to 4,000, 2| 7,500 t09,000_ . . .. 482 25.5
4000 to 5,333.. 9,000 to 12,000, . 652 27.0
5:333 to 6 12,000 to 15,000 - - 70 28.5
6 to l 15,000 to 22,500. ... 41 30,0
m.cm bd s % o g?;%' 2 2 5”;_3
to CTis .| 80, 0
m,é’zaanda’%ﬁ.-. .| 87,500 and over. ... 2| 340to41.3

1 Includes ssized German vessels,

The following are some of the largest vessels Included in the fore-
going table :

Tonnage and drafts of American merchant steam vessels.

Name. Former name. Gross tons. | Draft.
Leviathan Vatatland O3 8ol il Ll 54, 281 4.3
George Washington. .| George Washington 25, 569 34.0
L e aiiey Amerika........ 22 621 33.0
MOt S L A R s cER 20,602 23.0
A emion Kaiser Wilhelm I1... A 19,360 36.0
ount Vernon... Kron Cecelia. o 48 Ti A e
President Grant. . Princess Alice......... R p 1R ) R
Von Steuben .| Kronprinz Wilhelm. . 1 14,001 30.0
Nansemon .| Pennsylvania...... ut 13,332 32.2
3 [ A SR e S [ TR 10, 080 30,4
plphiey- s s e s T e e S G 10, 232 30.4

: Tt“t‘% \fggowmg answers specifically the questions propounded by Sena-
or JONES :
1, Merchant vessels other than American of 40 feet draft or more, 1.
2. Number of American-flag merchant vessels having a draft of 33
feet or more but under 40 feet, 1,

3. Number of American-flag merchant vessels having a draft of 30
feet or more but under 35 feet, 9.

4, Number of American-flag merchant vessels having a draft of 25
feet or more but under 30 feet (6,000 to 15,000 gross tons), 793,

5. Number of American-flag merchant vessels having a draft of 20
feet or more but under 25 feet (2,000 to 6,000 gross tons), 2,198,

6. Number of American-flag merchant vessels having a draft of 15
feet or more but under 20 feet (1,000 to 2,000 gross tons), 277,

7. Names of bharbors in the United Btates on the Atlantie, Gulf, and
Pacific coasts having corresponding de}lths. The following gives the
names of harbors having depths of 15 feet and over on June ;:'10. 1920,
in the deepest channels of the inner harbor. Depths are referred to a

lane of mean low water on the Atlantic coast, mean low Gulf on the
julf coast, and mean lower low water on the Pacific coast. In a number
of cases the existing projects for improvement provide for greater depth
than those herein shown as avallable,

40 feet and over: Feet.
New Xork N X S S PR 40
Yortzsmouth, N. H.__ .- __ 50
Seattle, Wash., in excess of____ AT 40
Tacoms) AVash., I ereles ol .o ot s e _— 4D

30 feet and under 40 feet:

Portland, Me_____ e e e e 35
T e Mg T T S o S Py i L e D) e e e 35
Baltimore, Md____ = 35
Newport News Vil oo et e v = P ey 35
Nortalk Ve e T 85
San Diego. Calif_ 17w 345
San Francisco, Callf _________ iy 35
30 feet and under 35 feet: "
Providenee, R. T oo . 20
B L R S T 30
Charleston, 8, C = 30
Key West Fla___ e e L0
Pensacola, Fla__ 20
New Orleans, La gl
Galveston, Tex_____ . R+
Oakland, Calif. S 3b
Portland. Oreg. . o __ e |
Astoria, Oreg___ 40

25 feet and under 30 feet:

Bath, Me_______ > — 28
Wilmington, N. C__________ 26
Jacksonville, Fla i 2
RIDA: B 25
L1t v T Bl S b AR LS e e L e T S L L el 27. 4
E L B e R R R R e SR B 28. 5
Lo Angelen ORIl e e e o8
Mobile, Ala e 27

20 feet and under 25 feet:

New Bedford and Falrhaven, Mass__ 2
Fall River, Mass__ . ... _ .- o . . 24
New d Conn 22
Brdgeport, Connsiir S L e v e SRR e 21
‘Newark, N. — 20
Washington, D, C___ A 22
Alexandria, Va =L 22
Savannah, Ga — 4.2
Brunswick, Gn s s = 23.5
Fernandina, Fla__ L T LA ST S 23. 56
Charlotte, ¥la_____ 24
8t. Josephs Bay, Fla ophies 24
St. Andrews Bay, Fla 21
Fort Bolivar, Tex 24
Houston, Tex 2%
San Luis Obispo Harbor, Calif N
Richmond Harbor, Calif 20. 5
Yancouver, Wash_ i 24
Port - Gamble, Walh . 22

15 feet and under 20 feet:

Tennants Harbor, Me._ et 15
Thomaston Harber, Me 16
Newbu ort, Mass ¥ 15
Gloucester, Mass 1b
Beverly, Mass 2 i 18
8 1T e R I SO e L 15
Plymouth, Mass ity .
NPt B e S e e L e 3T
Duck Island Harbor, Conn AP 16
New Haven, Conn__ ey A b1
Wilmington, Del T 14. 7
Richmond, Va .o e = 16. 5

Georgetown Harbor, 8, C
Minmi, Fla_
Carrabelle ITarbor, Fla.
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15 feet and under 20 feet— Continued.

-

Paseagounla Harbor, Fla
Gulfport, Miss

Fresport, Tex

Mon terer. Calif

Crescent City, Calif.

Coos Bay Ilarbor, O:r% e
A

Belimglmm Ilarbor,

Willapa Harbor, Wash

Grays Harbor, Wash

A, H. RrTTER,
Chicf Statigtician.

Name, registry, gross tonnage, and dimenaions of the 10 largest veasels
(combination [reight and pessenger) built during quinguennial perviods

1889 to 198,
1914-1918,

=]
:

Deep load
*|  dralt.

E

D 3
William Oswald..
Cap. Polonio

SO I i B3I

[

BEE

-
e,

& | BBESER
&| BEBSUEREES

Bowaommtio~

o Sl e
8| BEBERRRERY

Bom-~aoomsin-

RER

LT e I bSO~

-
Ok

Average per ship....

EREBEREL
2| ZEBIEEZIRE
a Eg?ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ?
2| penasnnrne

x

Name of vessal.

(=]

(=131 [T e L

=

(-3
5

SAOWD o

7| spassaens
2| eeenzaenzs

5
§|ensgssssg | 7F
W HMOoOMOOoooND

oo oo=-O

Name, registry, gross tonnage, ete.—Contlnued.
1880-1803 (and prior).

CoaRUEBREeoo
BNRRNBEEES
LRl E= = T ]

Eooooawnm
=

| apsEgEEes
A il

Average pership. ... ... ... 28.7

United States Shipping Board Port and Harbor Facilities Commission, May 15,1919,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, President, I find a table in
the report of the Commissioner of Navigation giving the ship-
ping of the world over a certain tonnage, the number of ships,
and classifying them up to 25,000 tons and over. The report
does not give the draft of those ships, but in the data furnished
by the War Department they give me the draft of ships over a
certain tonnage, and I have used that as a basis for giving the
draft of the ships. I want to have put in the Recorp the table

' which is found on page 133 of the report of the Commissioner of

Navigation for June 30, 1920.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

The table referred to is as follows: ’

to ceriain divisions of gross tonnage,

The nember er steamers aoeord‘m
i.ug the prmcipal maritime countries—

owned in the wor f
as recorded in Lioyd's Rem’ﬂcr,

100 200
and
under
500
tons.

500
and
under
1,00
tons.

2,000
and
under

3,000
tons.

Countries where owned.

FERES
Bgies

[=:3
=
3

g8 |8|zun

Northern Lalkes. ...
Philippine Islands..

Total...

2eniiBlaeB (Blaga &
Bawa| 8| a8 ||8|eng &

28
dg
8 gsrebsas

B prutzuscsesz/ Bl pE | B|eas 8

Bla zu.gzen

g

Countries where owned.

FEEEE | B|m senugensbans|B|s.8 (8|53 §

CAEA=I0 =T 1D e Cn =]

% | BREBEEEEER
| eeesapses

(-3

B8 |B|owws £

America (U. 8.):
o S

Northern Lakes

-~y el E
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The number of steamers, according to certain divisions of groxs' tonnage,
owned in the world, ete.—Continued,

5,000 8,000
and

under

10,000
and
under

15,000
and
under
20, 000
tons.

20,000 25,000

Countries where owned. Total.

g

-

S2EEEzpEss

>

Other countries and flag
not recorded.......... 51 34 11 3 8 1 2

Motall s inisviaa 33 199 35 14

1,507
26, 513

NoTis.—A considerable number of vessels, which are not yet com-
. Pleted, appear in this table.

Steamers of less than 100 tons gross, and sailing vessels of less than
100 tons, are not Included.

Vessels trading on the Casplan Sea, and wood vessels trading on the
Great Lakes of North America, are not included.

In the absence of satisfactory information, the records of numer-
ous small sailing vessels (belonging chiefly to Greece, Turkey, and
southern Russia) are omitted from this table.

Japanese sailing vessels are not recorded in Lloyd's Register, and
therefore do not appear in this table,

The figures for Russia exclude vessels registered at Esthonian ports.

Late enemy vessels captured or requisitioned by other countries
prior to the date of the armistice are included in the figures given for
such countries.

Ex-Aunstro-Hungarian vessels, ex-German steamers, and new steam-
ers recently bullt in Germany, which have been provisionally allo-
cated to the allied countries since the date of the armistice and ap-

r in Lloyd’s Register with a record of the new flag, are included
n the fizures shown for such countries. New vessels built and owned
in the Trieste district (Venezia Giulia) are recorded in Lloyd's Regis-
ter and are included in the figures for Italy.

Under the heading of “ No flag recorded " are included all vessels
entered in Lloyd's Register with record of flag, viz:

{a) Ex-German steamers of 1,600 tons gross and above, the alloca-
tlon of which is not det known, and a number of ex-Austro-Hungarian
vessels inserted in Lloyd's Register as being registered at Fiume or
ports south of Fiume.

(b) Vessels registered at Danzig, Memel, Apenrade, and the northern
part of Schleswig, and vessels owned in Montenegro and Albania.

(¢) Some other vessels regarding which no definite information has
been received up to the time of going to press.

Balling vessels which were under the German flag in 1914 and were
not captured prior to the armistice are still recorded as German in
Lloyd's Register and in this table,

Mr. JONES of Washington. I wish now to give some data
which do not appear in the reports which I have just inserted
in the Recorp. Beginning with ships of 1,000 tons and under
1,500 tons, ships of 1,000 tons to 1,500 tons, and from 1,500
tons to 2,000 tons draw 18 feet of water; that is, they require
a depth of water of 18 feet. Ships of 2,000 tons and under
8,000 tons require a depth of 21 feet; of 3,000 tons and under
4,000 tons a depth of 22} feet; of 4,000 tons and under 5,000
tons, 24 feet; of 5,000 tons and under 6,000 tons, 253 feet; of
6,000 tons and under 8,000 tons, 27 feet; of 8,000 tons and
under 10,000 tons, 28% feet.

Mr. FLETCHER, May I ask the Senator does that refer to
ships which are loaded?

Mr. JONES of Washington. That refers to the draft of the
ships when loaded.

Ships of 10,000 tons and under 15,000 tons require a depth of
80 feet: of 15,000 tons and under 20,000 tons a depth of 22
feet; of 20,000 and under 25,000 tons a depth of 34 feet; of
25,000 tons and above from 34 feet to 41.3 feet. It may be
interesting to know that the report shows that there were
in the world on June 30, 1920, only 9 ships of that draft.
I have submitted data giving the number of the other
drafts.

I want to state that these depths are figured out by the
War Department as nearly as they can be figured. They are
probably not absolutely correct, but they are approximately
correct.

Mr, POMERENE obtained the floor.

Mr. FLETCHER. May I ask the Senator——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the
Senator from Ohio.

Mr. FLETCHER., Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me?

Mr. POMERENE. I yield.

Mr. FLETCHER., The Senator from Washington gave the
tonnage of various ships. Does he refer to gross tons, net
tons, or dead-weight tons?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I mean gross tons.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, in view of the espeeial
reference which my friend, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
HAzrrison], made to the Ohio River appropriation, I desire to
submit a few observations. I am very much in favor of the
completion of that project at the earliest moment possible; but
I realize the necessity, under present financial conditions, of
exercising the utmost economy consistent with reasonable
development of water transportation,

I have not been entirely in sympathy with the scheme of river
and harbor improvements which has prevailed during the period
that I have been a Member of the Senate. It seems to me that
we would pursue a wiser policy if we were to take up certain
important projects and complete them at the earliest moment
possible. If I could have my way, I would first care for the
harbors; I would, secondly, care for the Mississippl River, not
only because of its commerce but because of the fact that it
overflows to the great detriment of an immense and valuable
section of the country; and, thirdly, I would take care of the
Ohio River. I say this because there is a question in the minds
of a great many people as to whether or not river transporta-
tion is going to prove as valuable in the future as it did years
ago, this, in part, because of the location of the manufacturing
plants in industrial centers; but I have enough confidence in
the value of river transportation to consent, and consent freely,
to the improvement of rivers so that we can demonstrate
whether or not the theory is correct.

But I rose to call special attention to the condition in con-
nection with the Ohio River improvement. I find upon examina-
tion of the testimony which was taken before the House com-
mittee that the average annual appropriation for the Ohio
River project during the last five years has been $4,091,000.

"That improvement is, I believe, about three-fifths or more com-

pleted. Am I correct in that, I will ask the Senator from Louisi-
ana?

Mr. RANSDELL, It has been completed to about that ex-
tent.

Mr. POMERENE., The chairman of the committee has re-
ferred to the large amount of money which remains unexpended
and which has already been appropriated. That balance on
December 31, 1920, was $41,658,334.33. As against this sum,
on that date there were outstanding liabilities and pledges
under contract $17,648,163.42, leaving a balance available on
that date for further improvements of $24,010,170.91.

When I refer specifically to conditions in Ohio, I find that
there is a large unexpended balance for harbor improvements at
Toledo, Sandusky, Huron Harbor, Lorain Harbor, Cleveland
Harbor, Conneaut Harbor, Port Clinton Harbor, Vermilion Har-
bor, Fairport Harbor, and Ashtabula Harbor. I have here in
the report of the committe: the balance unexpended on De-
cember 81, 1920, the outstanding liabilities and pledged under
contract, and the balance available for each of those projects
on that date. I ask that it may be incorporated in the REcorp
without reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Without objection it is so

Balan ngt':'tzﬁ?mmga Bal

o] Liltles an: alance
HName of work. unexpended. | pledged under | available.

contract.

Toledo Harbor, Ohio........ceuuae]|  §17,328.51 $1,730.68 $15,497.83
Sandusky Harbor, Ohlo, ] 179,298, 36 119, 875. 64 50,322.72
Hurgn Harbor, Ohio.... = 346, 51.12 4,295.34
Lorain Harbar, Ohio.... 5 42,083. 54
Cleveland Harbor, Ohio. 136,302. 04
Conneaut Harbor, Ohio... g 4,444.00
Port Ciinton Harbor, Ohio. ....... 500.50
Vermilion Harbor, Ohio. . ... ... 2,802. 68
Fairport Harbor, Ohio. ........... 238,754.04,
Ashtabula Harbor, Ohio. . -....... 98, 148.45

Mr. POMERENE. Suffice it to say that on December 31,
1920, for these several harbor projects there was a balance un-
expended of $763,14442. On the same date there were out-
standing liabilities and pledged under contract for these im-
provements $160,902.29, leaving a balance available for the
improvement of these harbors for the current year of $0602,242.13.
So these harbors are pretty well cared for.

Now, & word as to the Ohio River project. T secured the
figures which I am about to quote within an hour from the
War Department. On December 31, 1920, there was unexpended
of amounts already appropriated for the Ohio River $4,945,-
901.16. Against this sum on that date there were outstanding
liabilities of $2,913,742.52, leaving a balance available for new
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work of $2,032,158.64. Last year there was appropriated in a
lump sum $12,000,000 for river and harbor improvements, Of
that amount $1,373,000 was alloited to the Ohio River project.
Under the pending bill $15,000,000 are proposed to be appro-
priated, and, if the Ohio River project is to get the same pro-
portion out of this fund that it got last year out of the $12,000,-
000 fund, it would receive $1,716,250. That would leave avail-
able during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, $3,748,408.64,
or only $342,591.36 less than the average expenditures during
the last five years for the Ohio River improvement.

Under these cireumstances, it seems to me that the commit-
tee was justified in limiting this appropriation to the amount
of $15,000,000. I feel particularly that this is true in view of
what the chairman of the committee has described as the parlia-
mentary situation. For these reasons, I shall vote against the
amendment and vote to sustain the committee.

~ Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I have listened with great

interest to the address just made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr.,
Pomerene]. I am glad to know that he expresses so much
solicitnde about this river as he has evinced.

I will say, Mr. President and Senators, that it is a great
pity we have not finished the Ohio River improvement long
ago.

Mr. POMERENE. And the Mississippi.

Mr. RANSDELL. And the Mississippi. - I hope they can both
be put under continuing contracts. As a matter of fact, we
undertook to improve the Ohio River in 1876. That is a good
many years ago, and we have been trying to improve it ever
since. In 1910, 11 years ago, we adopted the.9-foot project
under a plan to finish it in 10 years. The idea then was that
we would appropriate $5,000,000 a year. We have not appro-
priated that sum regularly. I imagine we would have done so,
however, had not the war intervened. I am not going to criti-
cize Congress particularly about that.

T think it would be extremely wise, as suggested by the Sena-
tor from Ohio, if we could adopt and place under continuing
contracts quite a number of the great harbor projects, the
great canal projects, and the great river projects in this country.
I should be delighted to see them treated in the same manner
that we treated the Panama Canal. When we adopted that
project we told the engineers to go ahead and finish it as fast
as it could be done commensurate with good business principles.
They went ahead and finished it in less than 10 years. Compare
that, Senators, with the mighty Ohio River, a river that flows
for a thousand miles from Pittsburgh fo Cairo through the very
heart of this continent, a river at whose head—the city of
Pittsburgh—there is the greatest commerce within an area of
50 miles anywhere on earth; a commerce in volume, in tons,
much greater than the combined commerce of the five greatest
seaboard cities in the world ; a commerce much of which should
go down to the sea in boats through the Ohio and the Mississippi
Rivers; and yet we have played with that great stream since
1876, and it is still far from completion. :

If there be any project in the United States which should be
placed under the continuing-contract system and rushed through,
it is the Ohio River, and along with it, ¢f course, should go the
Mississippi River. That, Senators, is one of the things that I
hope we will take up in a businesslike manner when we consider
the legislative bill, which the chairman of the Commerce Com-
mittee assures us is to be taken up and passed in the early days
of the extra session. Let me say that there are many legisla-
tive matters concerning river and harbor appropriations which
should be taken up and considered in a very careful, painstaking
manner, in a manner which we can not give during the closing
days of the short session.

Mr, President and Senators, I was one of the members of the
Commerce Committee who assisted in reporting out this bill. I
voted, along with every other member of that committee, to
report the House bill of $15,000,000. There was not a dissenting
vote. Does that mean that we were satisfied with the bill?
Does it mean that every member of the committee was satisfied
with it? No, Senators; but it means that the members of that
committee are fairly practical men, and they thought it would
be better to take the $15,000,000 than to have no legislation
.whatsoever, We felt that if we amended the bill by adding a
few million dollars—I do not know that we could have added
very many—but suppose that we had added $5,000,000. Then
amendments of various kinds would necessarily have been at-
tached, a number of surveys would have been attached, new
projects would have been attached, and legislative provisions of
various kinds would have been attached.

When we got on the floor the bill undoubtedly would have been
debated for two or three days. When finally passed and sent
to the House, in my judgment, it would have been held up, and
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we would have been extremely lucky to secure the passage of
any bill whatsoever, We could not have passed any measure
without yielding in every single, solitary particular to the
House of Representatives, as we did one year ago.

I do not like to be put in that attitude. I believe that material
good can come to the rivers and harbors of this country from
the inadequate appropriation of $15,000,000. I think it is a
whole lot better to have that than to have nothing, especially
in view of the fact that the Engineer Corps reports a balance
on hand on the first of last month of something over $41,000,000.

Senators, the chairman of the Commerce Committee has told
you that a large portion of this $41,000,000 has been practically
lying dormant to the credit of its respective projects for a
great many years. Let me submit this guestion for your con-
sideration: We have been passing a series of lump-sum appro-
priation bills. I ean not forget that one of the great Senators
from my own side of the Chamber, the late beloved John H.
Bankhead, moved the passage of a lump-sum river and harbor
bill several years ago, and his motion prevailed. We passed a
lump-sum rivers and harbors appropriation bill one year ago,
and under that the Engineer Corps has been expending the
money. As a matter of fact, Senators, do we not rely entirely
on the engineers anyway? All the information we have about
rivers and harbors comes from them. We accept their judgment.
We follow their advice. We are giving them in this bill
$15,000,000. Why not give them the right to do the best they
can with the $41,000,000 now lying to the credit of the various
projects, at least such portions of that $41,000,000 as are not
pledged, or are not bound by contract in any way? And there
are some $24,000,000 of that $41,000,000 unpledged, as shown
by page 10 of the report attached to this bill.

The balance available and not tied up with any outstanding
contracts or liabilities of any kind on the 31st of December
last was $24,000,000. Let me repeat: If we are willing to trust
the Chief of Engineers to expend, in prosecuting work on the
various rivers and harbors of this country, the sum of $15,-
000,000, just as we trusted him last year to expend $12,000,000
and just as we trusted him several years ago to expend $20,-
000,000 in the way that would do the most good, why not
authorize him—not now, but in the coming legislative rivers
and harbors bill that we are to pass in the near future—to do
the best he can with this $24,000,0007?

I submit that for the very earnest consideration of the
Senate. The amounts have been appropriated, I grant you, for
specific projects. These amounts are now lying to the credit
of specific projects; but I wish to remind you that not a dollar
of these amounts is going to be expended unless the Engineers
think it wise to expend if. Many of those amounts have been
lying unexpended to the credit of the various projects for a
great many years. Let us be practical. Let us treat this gov-
ernmental matter as we would if it were a private proposition.

Suppose a private individual owned this great Nation of ours.
Suppose that private person had to take care of all these water-
ways, had to provide for them, and had to the credit of a
great many of these waterways $24,000,000. Would not he, as
a wise man, move that money to and fro, from one to another,’
as the exigencies of the case seemed to demand? Beyond ques-
tion a single individual would do that. Then, why not authorize
the Engineer Corps to do the very thing that a wise business
man would do in the conduct of his own affairs?

“ 0Oh,” you will say, “ we are relinquishing our prerogatives
as Members of Congress.” Not at all, Senators. You have
adopted those projects. You have sald that those various
projects are worthy of improvement. All that you would do
under my suggestion is to say to the Chief of Engineers: “ We
withdraw the balances now lying to the credit of these respec-
tive projects. We place those balances in a lump sum and say
to you, ‘ Do the best you can for all the river and harbor projects
in this Nation that Congress has approved.'” He could not
spend a cent except on an approved project, and he wonld not
be obliged to spend a cent on any one particular approved
project.

We have a rule that has prevailed ever since I have been in
Congress that Congress will not consider making an appropria-
tion for a project unless it meets the approval of the Engineers.
We follow their advice in every project we adopt. It has no
legislative status until they have advocated it. Finding our-
selves, then, in that position, let us be practical men. When we
come to pass this bill, let us give them that authority. I wish
to throw this out as a suggestion.

Senators, I do not wish anyone to think that I am satisfied
with the appropriation of $15,000,000 for the rivers and harbers
of this great country.
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" I think it most unfortunate that &o small an amount should be
appropriated at this time, when fransportation rates were never
higher than now, when in my own State the railroads are rais-
ing the rates an average of 180 per cent over the already exist-
ing high rates to many paints on rivers, when some rates have
been raised as much as 500 per cent on certain commodities to
points on waterways, points formerly served by beat, points
which unfortunately are no longer served by beat, points where
there has been for years potential water competition but not
actual water competition, and the railromds have recently put
up their rates.

Senators, if the rivers were used, if the waterways were used,
if the people of America were getting the actual benefit of
water transportation, I think river and harbor bhills would be
a great deal more popular than they are now. Unfortunately
the boats have disappeared from our waterways to a very great
extent. Unfortunately we do not use the waferways, and men
who never see a boat and never hear of one find it very difficult
to vote large sums for the improvement of our waterways.

YWe heard the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoumEeReNE] say he
would like to see blg improvements especially for the harbors,
Why is that? There has always been a Hberal. spirit toward
harbors. They have been used. A great many ships enter the
harbors along all our coasts. The harbors of the Great Lakes
gerve a truly colossal commerce. The harbors on the Atlantic,
the Gulf, and the Pacific serve an ever-increasing and very
valuable commerce. Of course, we are willing to appropriate
money for harbors.

Let me say to the Semator from Mississippi [Mr. Hamnisox]
that I think be is mistaken when he states that the harbor im-
provement is suffering. I do neot look for any serious injury to
harbor improvement as a resalt of the $15,000,000 appropriation.
Let me also call to his attention the fact that harbors are not
competitors of railroads. They are terminals of railroads.
They are part and parcel of railroad systems. They are coop-
erators with the railroads. The railroads enter the harbors and
unload their freight at the wharves onto ships. The ships in
turn enter the harbors and unload their freight onto the rail-
roads. That has not been true of our rivers. They compete
with the railways. We have been slow to make appropriations
for the rivers and those that were improved have had their
commerce driven away by improper and cutthroat competition
en the part of the railroads.

Senators, it is most unfortunate, at this period in our his-
tory following the great World War, when there are at this
moment over 3,000,000 people out of employment, that we can
not follow the wise plan adopted by the great Napoleon follow-
ing the wars in France, when he put into effect a big program
of internal improvement of roads and rivers and canals, fur-
nishing work for an immense number of the people of France.
We ought to be furmishing work, if it be possible, for the idle
people in America. We cught to be going forward with river
and harbor improvement instead of backward. We ou«ht to be
pursuing a liberal policy instead of a niggardly

But the powers that be seem to have determlned that we
‘shali not purspe a liberal, broad, comprehensive policy. I
for one helieve it better to go ahead with a practical program
which will give us some relief and which promises in the early
days of {he coming session a river and harbor legislative bill
which in my judgment can be so drawn as teo adopt a number
ef projects, probably centinuing some of the present contracts,
and to provide for setting aside in a lump sum a large per-
centage at least of the dormant $24,000,000 not now being
used.

Senators, for these reasons I propose to vete against the
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi and to sustain the
Cemmerce Committee in its report.

Mr, FLETCHER. Mr. President, very briefly, I wish to

state my position regarding the bill. It is unnecessary te re-
view what has been presented by those who have participated
in the discussion te-day, particularly those swho are friends of
waterway improvement.
. I do not agree with the pelicy indicated in the making of a
lump appropriation, I agree with the idea that we should
go on with the werk of taking care of navigable waterways of
ihe country amd that we should not confine our efforts now to
the maintenance and the completion of projects already
adopted. I know It is difficult in these days to provide funds
for many purpescs for which we need them, but this is no time
to discontinue public works. As the Senator from Louisiana
[Mr. IaxspELL] has just said, now, when many men are out
of employment, ‘when there iz real need for taking care of the
Industrial conditions In the conntry as far as we can, is the
very time to do this kind of publi¢ work.

It is not because I have not full confidence in the - Enginw*s.
Mr. President, that I object to the plan of making the lump-sum
appropriation. It is because of confidence in the Engineers that
I rely and insist npon the other plan, namely, having them, when |
authorized by Congress, make examinations of the mrions
projects proposed throughout the country, survey them, make
estimates of cost and report on them, and then let Congress de-'
termine whether or not it is wise to adopt the projects recom-
mended by the Engineers. 1We have not beretofore approveil of
a single project, er made apprepriation for a single project,
which has not been approved by the Engineers.

I do not believe there is any money spent for the Goremmnt.
any money paid out of the Public Treasury, that is so carefully
safeguarded as the money which we appropriate for the ime
provement of the rivers and harbors of the comntry. The situa«’
tion, however, now is that we must determine whether we shall
aceept what many of us regard as an Iradequate appropriation,’
what the Engineers themselves say is not sufficient to ennble
them to do the work that ought to be done during the coming
year, and whether we shall accept it as the best that can be.
d-ene, or whether we will jeopardize the whole measure by pros
posing amendments to the bill and having it go to conference,
and then meet with the condition which obtains at the other end
of the Capitol. There, as we all know, the rule has been changed,’
No longer does the Rivers and Harbors Committee of the Tlouse
provide any appropriation in the river anmd harbor bill. All
apprepriations are required to pass through one committee. 1

In the Senate we have a rule which exeepis appropriations for
river and harbor improvement from the reguirement that all

appropriation bills should be considered by the Committee on
Appropriations.

As to the apprepriation for river and harbor work, the rale has
always been that that appropriation shall be embodied in a bill
reported from the Commitfee on Commerce. The bill that we

‘have before us is an appropriation bill. It is not really a river

and harbor bill at all. It does not come from ihe Rivers and
Harbors Committee of the House. It passed through the Appro-|
printions Committee of the House and is an appropriation IJill
pure and simple. If we should amend it in the Senate, it would
carry provisiens which would not be mere matters of appropria-
tiom, and in that event the Rivers and Harbors Committee of the
House would raise objection naturally to those provisions and
contenrd that that is their field, that it is not o question merely,
of apprepriation, thatitisa quesﬁon over which they haye juris-
diction, and objection would be made to those amendments. We
de not know hew leng those objections might be urged, and there-’
fore, in view of the fact that only a few days remain of this
session, that sert of thing, of course, might jeopardize the entire
bill.

‘Consequently, although I do not agree with the policy or con-
cede that the amount provided for is sufficient, and I hope we
will get away from the policy of making lump-sum appropria-’
tions to take- care of river and harbor improvements, and
althongh I think there is reil need for providing for new
projects and for taking care of some of the projecis we adopted
on a different basis than merely leaving it to the Board of
Engineers to determine what work they will do this year and
what work they will put off until next year, I am constrained
to think that the wisest course now is to pass the bill and azree
to it precisely as it has come from the House.

In the first place, it might be said that with $15,000,000 £or
the next year and with the sums remaining available from pre-'
viows appropriations, the Engineers will be provided with very
nearly all they can economically use for ene year. The amount
which they have heretofore annually expended for river and
harbor improvements since 1800 has averaged $22,662,962. Of
course, some years they have spent more than that., In 1915,
$37,710,459 was spent, and in 1914, $40,214,140 was spent, but
the average expenditure annually since 1806 has been $22,662 -
962, so that with the §15,000,000 carried by the pending bill and
with the available balance of $24,000,000, some of which, of
course, can not be utilized because it is appropriated for special
prejects and can not be diverted, but some of which can be
expended in the course of the next year, I toke it that the
Board of Engineers will have somewhere nenr their usoal
average expenditure of over $20,000,000 for the coming year.
So that unguestionably a great deal can be accomplished
through this appropriation.

The Senator from DMississippi ealled attention {o certain
matters this morning and unrged that a great many important
projects in his State were being neglected and could not be
cared for.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, T was not speaking locally
this morning. I was speaking of the broad policy, and in the




1921.

L R ol L R e S e S e e X s i
CONG RESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

3855

letter from Gen. Beach to the chairman of the committee he
did not call attention to any projects in my State, but it was the
larger projecis I desired to talk about.

Mr. FLETCHER. I appreciate that also, but, of course, the
Senator very properiy—and I am not criticizing him at all—
stressed the importance to the people of Mississippi of having
their waterways, their rivers and harbors, properly improved
and taken care of. But I will call his attention, if he has not
observed it, to the fact that the different projects in his State
seem to have already balances unexpended and balances avail-
able for expenditure, and a good many of them without any out-
standing obligations against the original appropriation at all.

In the item for the Pascagoula River, Miss., there is an unex-
pended balance of $3,732.81, and that balance is now available,

Take the Wolf and Jordan Rivers, Miss. I did not know they
had a river Jordan in Mississippi before, but there it is. There
is an unexpended balance of $7,410.30, and that entire amount
is still available, and there is no outstanding contract against it.

Take the East Pearl River, Miss., There is an unexpended
balance of $7,340.07, and that amount is now available.

Take the Pascagoula Harbor, Miss. There is an unex-
pended balance of $24,744.45, and the balance available against
it—there is no contract or obligation whatever—is $10,744.45.
So that that work can go on under the previous appropriation.
It is the same way with Gulfport Harbor and Ship Island Pass.
There is an unexpended balance of $26,602. Against that there
are outstanding liabilities and pledged under contract amount-
ing to $19,857.59, leaving a balance available of $6,744.89.

With reference to South Pass, Miss,, which the Senator
mentioned, there is an unexpended balance in that ifem of
$853,515.61, outstanding liabilities and pledged under contract,
$748,245.06, leaving a balance available of $105,270.55. So that
the work can go on. These contracts can proceed during this
year, and there is a balance available for additional contracts to
the amount of $105,270.55.

I merely mention thiz to illustrate that unguestionably there
are items included under the head of * balance unexpended "
which will enable the Engineers to ecarry on the work involving
an expenditure of quite the average which they have under-
taken in the past number of years, of over $22,000,000 in the
coming year.

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMereENE] mentioned the balance
in the Ohio River item. For Ohio River locks and dams there is
an unexpended balance of $4,945,901; outstanding liabilities and
pledged under contract, $2,913,742; leaving a balance available
of $2,032,158. That, of course, can be utilized without drawing
upon the $15,000,000 carried by the bill. The Ohio general im-
provement item has a balance available ol $160,515

So that I am quite convineced, Mr. I'resident, that we are not
doing a useless thing, by any means, when we pass this bill and
accept its provisions as they came from the House. On the
contrary, by proper management and control over these balances
available, exercising the latitude which the law permits in that
connection, and with the $15,000,000 carried by the bill, these
great publie works can be conducted not ag extensively as they
should be, perhaps not with that entire volume of work being
earried on which otherwise counld be carried on, but about as
extensively as the work has been done in the last number of
years. '

The assurance that at the extra session of Congress the
Rivers and Harbors Committee of the House will act and will
submit certain legislation looking to the adoption of other proj-
ects, perhaps, and other matters which ought to be taken care
of in a regular river and harbor bill, justifies us now, I think,
in taking care of the appropriation at this time, and looking for
the next few months to enable us to legislate upon the broad
question and stand firmly by a breoad policy with reference to
our rivers and harbors.

That, Mr. President, is a thing which the public desire, and
I am quite sure that the action of {he committee in reporting a
bill on this subject indicates their purpose to pursue it, and I
do not expect that we will have to wait longer than the extra
session in order to undertake a proper legislative program in
comnection with rivers and harbors. I am sure at that time we
will be able to find out of this unexpended balance of $41,658,334
very considerable sums which would never be used, carried as
they are, because projects have been completed in many in-
stances, and because work has been discontinued in various
rivers. These sums have been assigned o particular work and
can not be diverted, but we will be able to sift those all out and
find in that grand total millions of dollars which we can apply
to the new work and to the improvements which it is now de-
sired shall be made,

Mr. President, I therefore am opposed to any amendment to
this bill whatever, and I think we ought to pass it precisely as
it came from the House and end this question here now.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I have a great deal
of sympathy with the amendment offered by the Senator from
Mississippi [Mr. Harrisox]. I think the last thing we should .
economize in is river and harbor improvement. If we are going
to build and develop a merchant marine, I feel that it is abso-
lutely mecessary that our harbors should be deepened and
widened for that commerce; and recently having had some ex-
perience with sand banks and mud banks, I think I ean speak
feelingly on this subject.

I have in mind one project that has been presenfed to the
Engineers of the department, and has been approved by them,
and is now being delayed by lack of improvement. That is the
great waterway which runs from Raritan Bay around Staten
Island, known as Kill Van Kull, Staten Island Sound, and Ar-
thur Kill, Raritan Bay, and continuing, forming the channel
around Staten Island.

To show you what harbor improvement and deeping a channel
may mean, I refer to the deepening of that channel in 1902
from 15 feet to a depth of 21 feet. The tonnage in 1902 was
14,000,000 tons, but in 1910 it had increased to 27,000,000 tons,
and to-day over that waterway route there is nearly 40,000,000
tonnage carried in a year. :

During the year the Shipping Board constructed cargo boats
drawing 28 feet, many vessels designed to draw more than 27
feet of water were constructed at this point by the Shipping
Board, and yet one of the channels at the outlet was only 21
feet deep.

The Engineers, following the request of the Staten Island
Deeper Waterways Association, made a survey, and recommended
that this channel be deepened to 30 feet for 400 feet in width, at
a cost of $10,400,000 for the entire improvement, and that
$3,000.000 be appropriated as the initial appropriation.

Ilemember, now, that this parallels New York Bay; that it
takes -care of practically all of the ocean-going tonnage fur-
nished by those great industries—the Standard Oil Co., the
Singer Sewing Machine Co., and those great fertilizer com-
panies and machine shops scattered along that great water
highway—and one of the great improvements is to widen the
neck of the bottle, because if there is a congested traffic any-
where in this broad land it is right there in New York Harbor,
where these gredt railway transportation lines converge, and,
naturally, by reason of the harbor facilities being across New
York Bay and restricted facilities on the New York side, most
of these goods have to be lightered to the New York ware-
houses for transshipment across the ocean. Therefore that
terminal facility is narrowed by reason of the fact of these
restricted waterways.

I should like to ask the Senator from Washingfon what is
going to happen to that project? Is it to be delayed? Is it to
be indefinitely postponed or is it the policy of the Commitiee on
Commerce to urge that those harbors and many other improve-
ments along the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, and many other
improvements contemplated, shall be halted by the parsimonious
policy of the House and this administration or is it their policy
to go on and develop the commerce of this country?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, that is rather a
broad question.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think the Senator will concede it
is a very important and grave question at this time.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I think the an-
swer ought to be evident—that is, that it will be the purpose of
the Committee on Commerce to do everything that it ean in a
reasonable way to promote the commerce of the country and to
make the facilities at the different ports available for the com-
merce that would naturally come to them.

In a general way, I recognize the situation to which the Sen-
ator from New Jersey has referred. I feel that the conditions
at that point need attention, and ought to be attended to just
as soon as is possible, and I hope in the next Congress, if not at
the extra session then at the regular session, in the general
legislative bill we expect to pass—that situation will be dealt
with, and dealt with in a proper way.

I have not looked into the matter carefully, but I understand
there is a joint commission of the two States of New York and
New Jersey that is considering the port facilities there with a
view, I take it, of making recommendations from their stand-
point as to what ought to be done. I do not know that that
commission has as yet reached a conclusion, but from what I
know of the situation I feel that something should be done.
Whether it should be done entirely by the National Government
or in cooperation with the State of New York and the State of
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New Jersey, or with the municipalities there, I am not now pre-
pared to say, but something ought to be done to furnish better
connections between the railroads which bring the products
from the various parts of this country and the ships that come
into the harbor there to take those products to the various ports
of the world.

When I was at Newark a short time ago, as the Senator from
New Jersey knows, it was stated there ag a fact—and I have
no reason to doubt it—that it costs just as mueli to get a carload
of prodacts across from New Jersey to New York where they
can come in touch with the ships to carry those products to
the ports of the world as it costs to get a carload from the
city of Pittsburgh to Newark, N. J. It scems to me that such
a condition of things like that ought to be met in some way and
that better port facilities must be provided in that great port.

Let me say frankly that I should like to see those products of
the country that arve naturally tributary to certain ports go
to those ports. I do not like to see the prodacts of the country
destined for shipment abroad artificially, apparently, centered
in one great port. That expression does not indieate any an-
tipathy to the port of New York, and when I speak of the port
of New York I include Newark also, because it seems to me thoge
harbors are all really one port and should be developed as one
port.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1t is all part of one great project.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; it should be developed in
that way, and that is the way I wish to see it developed. Not-
withstanding that desire, however, I do want to see ample
Taeilities, proper harbor facilities, developed there, so as to take
care of the matter in the most expeditiouns and the cheapest
way. A great proportion of the produce of the country must
natarally go to that port for shipment, and will continue to go
there. I wish to say te the Senater from New Jersey that, so
far as I can, I shall do everything possible to aid in what may
be deemed a proper and wise and fair way the development of
the port facilities in the great ports of whieh he has spoken.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr, President, I should like to ask
the Senator from Washington another guestion before he takes
his seat, I understand that in connection with the contemplated
improvement of the Kill Van Kull and Staten Island Sound,
the deepening of that channel to 30 feet and widening it to
400 feet, there are some $100,000 or $200,000 now in the hands
of the Engineers which have been heretofore appropriated for
those particular channels. Would it interfere with the passage
of the pending bill if an amendment were introduced permitting
the department to wulilize those funds for that project which
has been approved by the Engineers?

Mr, JONES of Washington. I think it would.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I have the Senator's answer,

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr, President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Assistant Secretary called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Ashurst MHale mﬁ Spencer
Dall Harris Ale lar Stanley
Calder Larrisen McNary Sterlin
Capper Heflin Moses Sutherland
Chamberlain Ionns. N. Mex, Nelson Swanson
Curtis unes, Wash. New mas
Dinl Kel g;.; Overman Townsend
Dillingham Kendrick Poindexter Trammell
Elkins Keyes Rangdell Underwood
Fletcher Kmi 1.;: i}t‘:bmﬂ g‘ndl swb %tl-.th
Frelinghuysen rby eppar als| ags.
Gay ab Knox Simmons Willlams
Gerry La Follette Smith, Md. Willis
Gaoding Lenroot Smoot

Mr. McNARY. I desire to announce that the Senator from

North Dakota [Mr, Groxna], the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr.
Goze], and the Senator from South Caroling [Mr, Saure] are
absent on business of the Senate in connection with the Agri-
cultural gppropriation bill,

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Fifty-five Senaters hinve answered
to the roll call, There is a quorum present.

MILITARY NOMINATIONS.

Mr. ROBINSON obtained the floor.

Mr. CALDER. My President—

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator from New York.

Mr. CALDER. I thank the Senator from Arkansas for
yielding to me. I wish to address the Senate for a moment or
two on the pending bill

Mr. ROBINSON. I did not understand the Senator desired
to make an address.

Mr. CALDER. I will say to the Senator that F am compelled
to leave in a few moments to attend a meeting of the Finance
Committee,

moments,
‘ment.

Mr. ROBINSON. T myself will be obliged to leave in a few
I thought the Senater desired to submit some docu-

Mpr, President, some time ago the attention of the Senate was
called to a number of military nominations respecting which
no- action whatever has as yet been taken by this body. The
nominations which I now have in mind are promotions to the
rank of major gemeral, 11 in number; and promotions to the
rank of brigadier general, 22 in number. The Army reorganiza-
tion aet directed the appointment of 11 majors general and 22
brigndiers: general. It provided that selections for the rank of
major general shall be made from a list of brigadiers general
of the line and selections of brigadiers general shall be made
from the list of colonels, with the further provise that officers
who had served fer a period of 22 years in the Army of the
United States- might be acecorded that grade. Pursuant to the
express mandate of Congress recess appolntments were made,
Four were made about June 23, 1920, and the remainder about
July 16, 1920. At the Dbeginning of the present session the
President sent theser nominations to the Senate. In the ordi-
nary course of procedure they would have been promptly dis-
posed of. The Senate, however, up to this date has failed to
hold a single executive session for the consideration of these
nominations and has failed to take nction respecting any one
of them,

Promotions in the Army ought to be solely with regard to the
best interests of the service and in fair recognition of the
abilities and services of those promoted. I make the declaration
now, after an investigation extending owver a period of some
weeks, that the law which Congress passed regulating the selec-
tion of officers: for the ranks of major general and brigadier
general has been strictly complied with in letter and in spirit.

A few days ago the Senator from Georgia [Mr: Hammis] pub-
lished in the Reconp a list of these nominees for promotion in
the Army, together with somewhat detailed statements of the
records of the officers promoted. So far, the Senate has not only
failed to act, it has not only failed te funetion in this partieular,
but no reason within my knowledge has been assigned for the
extraordinary course that is now being pursued.

These efficers, those who made the sclections, and the people
of the country are entitled to know the reasons for the failure
of the Senate to act upon these nominations. When I consider
the large number of officers who have rendered conspicuous sery-
ice in recent years, I any not surprised that dilliculty should have

| been experienced in making these selections; neither is it sur-

prising that there should be omitted from the list officers who
have contributed to the glory and te the success of our arms.

I have referred to the faet that under ordinary conditions
these nominations would have been quickly disposed of; that
they were made entirely independently of political considera-
tions and without political influence. I shall not elaim the time
of the Senate to review in detail the records of all these officers
for the services of every one in both: lists fairly illustrate the
gallantry and efficiency of them all. I am determined, however,

that the Senate ghall have an oppertunity to consider this Fﬂ.lh-

ject and to act upon it if it desires to do so before the end of the
present sessions A failure to take action respecting these nomi-
nations is in an important sense a stigmn upon the officers.

It may be proper and fairly within the range of political ex-
pediency, under the cireumstances that exist, to hold up nomina-
tions for political appointments. That practice has been in-
dulged in heretofore; but never before in the history of the
United States have military nominations been denied considera-
tion and confirmation selely for politieal reasomns. If political

 Influences had dictated or contributed to the nominations, such

an issue might not reflect discredit on the Senate of the Unlted
States; but since these nominations have been madé in strict
compliance with the laws passed by Congress, it is, {o say the
least, regreftable beyond my power of expression that the glory
of our military service should be dimmed, thnt the gallantry and
heroism ol o number of its leaders should be discredited, by a

‘fallure of the Senate to discharge its constitutional function.

You may say that in declining to give consideration to these
nominations there is no intention to refleet upon the nominees.
Whatever may be the intention of those who persistently decline
to: permit a consideration of these nominations, the result is
inevitable, Every oflicer who is rejected through a failure of
the Senate to function is discredited in the eyes of those who
expect the Senate of the United States, in the discharge of Lhis
high constitntional duty, to be governed by considerations of
loyalty to the flag, loyalty to the Army, loyalty to the Guvern-
ment, and by those considerations alone.

Among the names gent by the President to the Senate im
chedience to the mandate of Congress is that of John L. Hines,
of West Virginia. Let me bring to the attention of Senuators
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an epitome of his record, a partial statement of it, prepared
from the records of the War Office.

John L. Hines went to France with Gen. Pershing as As-
sistant Adjutant General, commanded the Sizteenth Regiment,
First Division, First Brigade, at Cantigny, when American
troops first took the offensive in the war and won the first
Ameriean victory. He commanded the Fourth Division, which
made the attack in the Argonne, breaking the Hindenburg line,
September 28, 1918, going beyond its objeetives. His division
stayed for 24 days in the line in the Argonne, the American
Army record, and during the war sustained 13,000 casualties.
His unit was in the heaviest fighting that any division was
called upon to do. At Solssons he was given the distinguished
service cross upon the fleld of battle for conspicuous gallantry,
and was in the line on October 12, when he was given com-
mand of the Third Army Corps, commanding twice the number
of men in the Union Army at Gettyshurg.

France, Belgium, and Italy signally honored this great Ameri-
can soldier by decorating him, In obedience fo the order of
‘Congress he has been chosen as one of the 11 to receive the rank
of major general. Throughout this entire session of Congress
the Senate has refused even to consider his claim to this dis-
tinetion.

Another illustration: Take the case of Maj. Gen. James W,
AMcAndrews of Pennsylvania. That officer organized and com-
manded the schools at Langres, Franee, which turned out the
officers for the American Expeditionary Forces. He relieved
Maj. Gen, Harbord as Chief of Staff at Chaumont, and in that
capacity served to the end of the war. He carried out the
remarkable movement of the American troops around the salient
of St. Mihiel into the Argonne, making that offensive possible,
one of the great accomplishments of the war.

A few miles from Washington in a hospital Gen. McAndrews
lies bedridden, suffering the results of exhaustion which he ex-
perienced by reason of his service. He, too, has been honored
by every couniry associated with this Government in the con-
duct of that war, and it now remains for the Senate of the
United States to do its duty and either confirm or reject his
nomination,

I challenge the Senate to take a vote on the confirmation of
these nominations. I challenge Senators who have used ob-
siructive proeesses to prevent the nominations from being re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, to give a reason
for that course that does not at the bottom sound in polities
and petty politics at that.

Every name on the list is associated with service of vital
importance to the success of our cause during the war. For
instance, take that of Gen. Charles C. Menoher, another native
Pennsylvanian. He commanded the Forty-second Division un-
til almost the end of the war when he was given the Sixth Corps.
This division, the celebrated Rainbow Division, glorious in the
military annals of the Nation, sustained 14,000 casualties, con-
ceded by all to have been one of the very best divisions in all
the ranks of the Allies, commanded by as gallant a soldier as
ever went to battle. The recerd is before the Senate which dis-
closes the merit, the efficiency, and the courage of the other
eight officers who have been nominated for promotion to the
rank of major general.

I turn now for a moment to the list of names nominated for
promotion to brigadier general. It happens that I am not per-
sgonally or intimately acquainted with a single officer on either
of the lists save one. I should be proud, however, as a citi-
zen and as a Senator to contribute to the distinetion which the
Government is seeking to confer upon them in any way that
may beecome known to me.

As illustrative of the service of those who have been named
for brigadier general let me call attention to Dennis E, Nolan
of New York. This officer went to France with Gen. Pershing.
He was Chief of Intelligence of the American Expeditionary
Forces, organizing and conducting the American military secret
service which gathered information from the enemy and enemy
sources, and with great ability combatted the highly specialized
espionage system of the German general staff,

In September, 1918, when. the Argonne offensive was launched
and there was desperate need of officers he was assigned to
command a brigade of the Twenty-eighth Infantry. He com-
manded it throughout that action, which was marked with
some of the blcodiest fighting in the war, and was decorated
with the distinguished service cross on the battle field for gal-
lantry under fire. Why should the Senate refuse even to give
consideration to the nomination of tliis brave soldier?

Robert C. Davis, of Pennsylvania, was adjutant general of
Gen. Pershing throughout the trying period of the war. His
alertness, his efficiency, his constant and fearless devetien to
duty have earned the star of a brigandier general

One other illustration: Ulysses G. McAlexander, lieutenant
colonel and colonel of the Eighteenth Infantry, First Division,
commanded the Thirty-eighth Infantry, Third Division, during
its famous fight on the Marne, July 15, 1918, when it earned the
name Rock of the Marne. Gen. Dickman reported after this
fight, “ No Germans between the Third Division and the river
except dead ones.” Honored and glorified in the eves of all
mankind, decorated time and again, decorated by France, Ituly,
England, and Belgium, his name is denied consideration by the
Senate of the United States.

Yesterday morning's press, particularly the Washington Post,
contained a statement in substance that this action on the part
of the Senate In withholding consideration from all these names
was prompted by the desire of some one to secure senlority for
an officer not embraced within the lst. I wonder if there is a
Senator who, recognizing the gallaniry and the valor, the sacri-
fices, and the services of these officers, is willing to do injustice
to them in order that justice may be done to some one else,
Justice according to his own conclusion in the matter.

In the Army reorganization act Congress did not vest in the
Senate of the United States the responsibility of making these
selections. It vested that responsibility in the executive de-
partment of the Government, It could not have done other-
wise. It did, however, define the manner, the method, and tha
means of the selectlon, and every requirement Congress saw fit
to make has been complied with, both in letter and in spirit.

Some one had said that Gen. Pershing indirectly has exer-
cised influence in the selection of the nominees. ILet me in
my humble way bear testimony to the worth and merit of Gen.
Pershing, When our Government decided to engage in the war
it selected him as commander in chief of the American Ex-
peditionary Force. His previous services had fitted him for
that zreat responsibility. He was not a politician. He was
a soldier in every sense of the term. Pershing went to France,
took charge of our soldiers there, and throughout the conflict
he was in supreme command. The Government adopted and
announced the policy of recognizing his authority in all matters
that pertained to the conduct of our armies at the front. It
sent him immediately any officer that he requested. It sent
back home any officer whose services Pershing regarded more
valuable in America than in the expeditionary force. This was
wise action on the part of the Government. If those charged
with responsibility—if the commander in chief had not dona
this, if he had failed to repose confidence in Gen. Pershing,
our Army could not have achieved the success which erowned
its efforts. The gallantry, herolsm, splendid manhood of Gen.
Pershing is illustrated by the fact that he has been a modest
gentleman throughout the period which has elapsed since hae
came back home. He is comparable in disposition and ability
in many to the commander of the Union troops during
the Civil War—Gen. Grant.

The fact that in the selections made by a board of distin-
guished officers—and I speak now of the grade of brigadier
general—only those were chosen for promotion who had dis-
played signal ability and unquestioned courage throughout
their service is a further demonstration of the forceful char-
acter of Gen. Pershing, for probably he was consulted regarding
the selection for promotion of officers who served directly
under him.

Let some Senator tell the American people why the Senate
should not have an opportunity to discuss and consider these
nominations. If there is a name in that list which does not
deserve the honor which this promotion associates with it,
then let that name be rejected. Do not humiliate and stig-
matize all these valiant officers because somewhere in the
list is seme one whom a Senator may deem unwerthy. Man-
liness and courage as well as duty require that the Senate
shall not shield itself from responsibility behind its rules of
procedure. Let the Senate function.

These men did their duty with conspleuous ability when the
success of our armies required their utmost exertion. Now that
peace has come, why should not the Senate do its duty, even
though it act reluctantly and after great delay? There are
Senators here who have served throughout long periods, who
have crowned themselves with henor and renown by faithful
devotion to duty. Will those Senators, in order to advance the
cause of a favorite, do injustice to men admitted to be worthy
of the distinction tendered them in these nominations? There
is not a Senator present who can not recall the name of some
officer dear to him and whom he would like to see promoted.
But, Senators, the American people do not want politics to con-
trol the selection of major generals and brigadier generals.

If it were not for the fact that In the early future the Execu-
tive Department of this Government is to pass into new hands
there would not be a single objection to any of these nomina-
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tions. The objection now is made en bloe, for the sole pur-
pose—there can be no other—of attempting to induoce the in-
coming President to send in a new list of nominations, to induce
him to change this list by leaving off some name or names upon
it and placing others there. When you analyze the proposition
there can be nothing more said of it. Who wants to establish
that sort of precedent?

It is said that the new Iresident will revoke the Executive
order of March 80, 1917, putting postmasters under the ecivil
service and tliat hereafter all postmasters shall be appointed
through political influence. He has the power to pursue that
course. Let not the Senate of the United States declare to the
country that military nominations are to be made in the same
or in a similar way. It is fortunate that the greater number of
our military officers know little of politics. It happens that a
majority of the names on this list are of officers who, if they
have any political sympathies or affiliations, are connected with
a different political party from that to which I belong. It hap-
pens that no officer in that list is a native of the State which I
feebly represent, in part, in this body. But I should count
myself unworthy of my station here if that influenced me.

Let the Army of the United States be kept out of polities
in so far as that end can be accomplished. ILet officers be
fighting men, ready and willing to earn their distinctions and
their promotions in actual service, as these men have earned
theirs. If it be known that a Senator or Senators of great in-
fluence in this body can send into humiliation and disgrace
an officer who has glorified our flag in military service, we
wreck the high standard of efficiency and courage which has
been erected in the past and maintained in spite of politicians.

These nominations, made in conformity to the law of Con-
gress, in recess, submitted to the Senate when it first assembled
in December, are given no consideration whatever. The only
way they can be consgidered, except by unanimous consent, is
by the Senate proceeding to an executive session.

Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of executive business,

PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr, MOSES. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quoruimn,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Assistant Secretary called the roll, and the following
Senators uanswered to their names,

Ashurst Gooding McCumber Smith, 8. C.
Ball Gore MecKellar Smoot
Beckham Gronna McLean Spencer
Borah Hale MeNary Stanley
Brandegee Harris Moses Sterllnf
Calder Harrison Myers Sutherland
Capper Heflin Nelson Swanson
Chamberlain Jones, N. Mex. New Thomas
Cummins Jones, Wash, Overman Townsend
Curtis Kellog Penrose Trammell
Dial Kendrick Phip Underwond
Dillingham Kenyon Poindexter - Wadsworth
Elkins Keyes Pomerene Walsh, Mass.
Fernald Kin Ransdell Walsh, Mont,
Fletcher Kirby Robinson Watson
Frelinghuysen Knox Sheppard Williams
Gay La Follette Shields Willis

Gerry nroot Simmons

Glass Lodge Smith, Arfz.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-four Senators have an-
swered to the roll call. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ros-
18sox] has moved that the Senate proceed to the consideration
of executive business.

Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yecas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. FERNALD (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr,
Jounsox]. On this vote I transfer that pair to the junior
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Pace] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. SHERMAN] to
the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cureersox] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I transfer
my pair with the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Farr] to the
Senator from Nebraska [Mr., HrircHcock] and vote * yea.”

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Wor-
corr]. In his absence I withhold my vote.

The roll eall was concluded. t

Mr. McEELLAR (after having voted in the affirmative).
I have a pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr.
Fraxce.] I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. PrELAN] and let my vote stand.

Mr. OWEN (after having voted in the aflirmative). I learn
that my pair has not voted, and I therefore withdraw my vote.

Mr. TRAMMELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I
was not aware of the fact that my pair, the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. Cort], was not present at the time I voted.
He is absent. I therefore shall have to withdraw my vote,
being unable to secure a transfer.

Mr. OVERMAN (after having voted in the aflirmative). I
understand my pair, the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Wag-
ReN], has not voted. I therefore withdraw my vote.

Mr. DILLINGHAM (after having voted in the negative). T
am compelled to withdraw my vote, as I have a general pair
with the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Saare], who is
not present.

Mr. CURTIS. 1 desire to announce the following pairs:

The Senator from California [Mr. Joaxsox] with the Senator
from Missourl [Mr. REepn];

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCorymick] with the Senator
from Nevada [Mr. Hexperson]; and

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, Kxox] with the Senator
from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN].

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 30, as follows:

YEAS—34,
Ashurst Harrison Pomerene Stanley
Beckham Heflin Ransdell Swanson
Dial Jones, N, Mex. Robinson Thomas
Fletcher Kendrick Sheppard Underwood
Gay King Shields ‘Walsh, Mass,
Gerry Kirby Simmons Walsh, Mont.
Glass MeKellar Smith, Ariz, Williams
Gore Myers Smith, Ga.
Harrls Pittman Smith, 8, C,

NAYR—386,
Ball Frelinghuysen Lenroot Phipps
Borah Gooding Lodge IMoindexter
Brandegee Gironna MeCumber Smoot
Calder Hale MecLean Spencer
Capper Jones, Wash, MecNary Sterlin,
Cummins Kellogg Moses Sutherland
Curtis Kenyon Nelson Townsend
Elkins Ke¥cs New Wadsworth
Fernald La Follette Penrose Willis

NOT VOTING—26.
Chamberlain Henderson Norris Smith, Md.
Colt Hitcheock Overman Trammell
Culberson Johmson, Calif. Owen Warren
Dillingham Johnson, 8. Dak. Page Watson
o nox Phelan Wolcott

Fal MeCormick Reed
France Newberry Sherman

So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of
execntive business.

EMERGENCY TARIFF—CONFERENCE BEPORT.

Mr. PENROSHE. Mr. President, I submit the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the {wo
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
15275) imposing temporary duties upon certain agricultural
products to meet present emergencies, to provide revenue, and
for other purposes. I ask that the report may lie on the table
and be printed in the Recorp,

The report is as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R,
15275) imposing temporary duties upon certain agricultural
products to meet preseni emergencies, to provide revenue, and
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respec-
tive Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 10,
23, and 24,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15,
16, 19, 20, and 21, and agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment
insert 35" ; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the matter proposed by the Senate amendment insert a comma
and the following: * except rice cleaned for use in the manu-
facture of canned foods, on which the rate of duty shall be 1
cent per pound " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and
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agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the matter proposed by the Senate amendment insert a semi-
colon and the following: * olive, 40 cents per gallon in bulk, 50
cents per gallon in containers of less than 5 gallons™; and the
Sennte agree to the same,

Amel ndment mumbered 17: That the Honse recede from its
disugreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the matter proposed by the Senate amendment insert the fol-
Jowing:

“10. Bugurs, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice, melada, con-
centrated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, testing
by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, one and sixteen one-
hundredths of 1 cent per pound, and for every additional degree
shown by the polariscopic test, four one-hundredths of 1 cent
per pound additional, and fractions of a degree in proportion;
molasses testing not above 40 degrees, 24 per cent ad valorem;
testing above 40 degrees and not above 56 degrees, 34 cents per
gallon ; testing above 56 degrees, 7 cents per gallon ; sugar drain-
ings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty as molasses
or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter proposed by the Senate amendment insert the followsing :

*20. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter proposed by the Senate amendment insert the following:

“ 24 Wrapper tobacco, and fller tobacco wken mixed or
packed with more than 15 per cent of wrapper tobacco, and all
leaf tobacco the product of two or more countries or dependen-
cies when mixed or packed together, if unstemmed, $2.35 per
pound; if stemmed, $3 per pound; filler tobacco not specially
provided for in this section, if unstemmed, 35 cents per pound;
if st>mmed, 50 cents per pound.

“The term “wrapper tobacco’ as used in this section means
that quality of leaf tobacco which has the requisite color, tex-
ture, and burn, and is of sufficient size for eigar wrappers, and
the term ° filler tobacco ' means all other leaf tobaccod’

And the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the
matter proposed by the Senate amendment insert the following:

©25. Apples, 30 cents per bushel.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 26: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter proposed by the Senate amendment insert the following:

*26. Cherries in a raw state, preserved in brine or otherwise,
8 cents per pound.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the
matter proposed by the Senate amendment insert the follewing:

“27. Olives, in solution, 25 cents per gallon; olives, not in
solution, 3 cents per pound.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert
the following: “16 and 18 ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Boies PENROSE,

P. J. NcCumeEg,

Reep Saoor,
AManagers on the part of the Senate.

J. W. ForpNEY,

Wi R. GreER,

3 Nricmoras LoNGWORTH,

Managers on the part of the House.

PRESTDENTIAL APPROVAL.

A message from the Prosidect of the United States, by Mr.
Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had
to-day approved and signed the bill (8. 4582) to declare Bayou
Co

codrie nonnavigable from its source to its junction with

Bayou Chicot.

AMESSAGE YROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W.
Overhue, its assistant enrolling clerk, announced that the I-Iouse
had agreed to the report of the commlttee of conference on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses to the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 15422) making appropriations for
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1922, and for other purposes; that the House
had receded from its disagreement to sundry amendments of the
Senate to the bill and agreed to the same; that the House re-
ceded from its disagreement to certain sundry amendments of
the Senate and agreed to the same with amendments; and that
the House insisted upon its disagreement to the amendments of
the Senate numbered 1, 2, 5, 6, T, 8§, 9, 11, 16, 21, 22, 28, 31, 32,
33, 54, 85, 86, 37, 388, 30, 60, 76, 78, 80, 81, 82, 87, 101, 102, 103,
104, 105, 132, 133, 134, 141, 142, 151, 152, 162, 163, 164, 165, and
166, and reguested a further conference with the Senate thereon.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. .

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrelled bills, and they were thereupon
signed by the Vice President:

H. R. 1300. An act for the relief of Alfred E. Lewis;

H. R. 15682. An act making appropriations for the current and
contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfill-
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other
purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922;

H. R. 1856. An act for the relief of Arthur J. Burdick;

H. R. 13402. An act for the purchase of land occupied by ex-
periment vineyards near Fresno and Oakville, Calif. ;

H. B. 15662. An act tp extend temporarily the time for filing
applications for letters patent, for taking actions in the United
States Patent Office with respect thereto, for the reviving and
reinstatement of applications for letters patent, and for other
purposes. and

H. R. 15872. An act making appropriations for the Diplomatie
and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922,

GOVERNAMENT COSNTROL OF TELEGRAPH AXND TELEPHONE SYSTEMS
(8. DOC. NO. 415).

The VICE PRESIDENT Ilaid before the Senate the following
message from the President of the United States, which was
read and with the accompanying papers referred to the Comiit-
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be printed.
T'o the Senate and House of Representatives:

Pursuant to the provisions of an act of Congress entitled “An
act to repeal the joint resolution entitled ‘ Joint resolution to
authorize the President in time of war to supervise or take pos-
session and assunre control of any telegraph, telephone, marine
cable, or radio system or systems or any part thereof, and to
operate the same in such manner as may be needful or desirable
for the duration of the war and to provide, just compensation
therefor, approved July 16, 1918, and for other purposes,’ ap-
proved July 11, 1919, T am transmitting herewith a report made
by Albert S. Burleson, Postmaster General of the United States,
supplementing his report of October 31, 1919, and giving a final
account and report of the financial operations of the telephone
and telegraph systems by the United States during the period
beginning August 1, 1918, and ending July 31, 1919, and of the
expenditures from the appropriation in the act approved June 5,
1920, reading as follows:

“ For payment of the deficit incurred in the operation of the
telegraph and telephone systems during the period of Govern-
ment control and to carry out the provisions of the joint reso-
Iution approved July 16, 1818, and the act approved July 11,
1919, with reference to just compensation to the owners of the
telegraph and telephone systems for the supervision, possession,
control, and operation of their properties by the United States
during the period beginning midnight, July 81, 1918, and ending
nridnight, July 31, 1919, $14,000,000, to remsin available until
June 30, 1021.”

TaE WaiTE HOUSE,
25 February, 1921.

RELIEF OF DISTRESS ARROAD.
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message

Wooprow WiLsoXN.

| from the President of the United States, which was read and

with the asccompanying papers referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as
follows:
To the Senate:

Sopplementing previons communications on the subject, T
transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, enclos-
ing additional papers pertinent to the Senate resolution of
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. Janua.l.'_v- 3, 1021, requestinz the Secretary of State to obtain

and report to the Senate certain information with respect to
the distressful conditions of women and children in foreign
lands,
Wooprow WILSON,
(Enciosures: Two.) : y
THae WHrte Housk,
25 Pebruary, 1921,
DEPARTMENT OF STATE,

: Washington, February 21, 1921.
THE PRESIDENT ; $

In further response to the Senate's resolution of January 3,
1921, requesting the Secretary of State to obtain and report to
the Senate accurate information as to the actual conditions and
the need of relief for women and children in various distressed
nations, the undersigned, the Secretary of State, has the honor
to lay before the President, with a view to their transmission

~to the Senate, if his judgment approve thereof, additional

papers pertinent to the Senate resolution, namely: despatches
from the American Minister at Prague and the American Com-
missioner at Budapest, dated Janunary 25th and 20th respec-
tively.
Respectfully submitted.
Baixeringe CoLBY.
(Enclosures: 2 as above.)

(No. 398.)
PRAGUE, January 25, 1921,
The honorable the SECRETARY OF STATE,
Washington.

Sik: I have the nonor to report on the conditions In the Czecho-
tlovak Repubiic as requested in the department’s circular telegram of
Jangary 7, 1921, T p. m. -

I shall confue the major part of this report to the food situation as
it affects the women and children. This is the vital need at the
present time, and I shall only refer briefly to the need for clothing and
mealeal assistance to fight the threatened typhus epidemiec in Carpa-
thian Russia, and the tuberculogis situation. Accurate information on
these latter subjeets Is, however, not available at Present.

Upon my arrival in Prague as the first American minister to the
Czechoslovak Republic, I was informed by the acting Minister of Foreign
Affairs that the American Itellef Administration had literally saved
the country from bolshevism. Since them I have been in elose touch
with this agency, even since it ceased {o be a governmental organiza-
tion, and continued its work as the European Children's Fund. As the
organization was hastily got together after the armistice, there is
much that could be said In eriticism, especially at the beginning; on
the whole, however, I telieve the work has been earried on with duoe
regard for American inlerests, and with the constant aim in view of
withdrawing at the earliest o;{llportunlty and leaving the work to be
continued by the Czechoslovak Republic and Jocal agencies.

Independent investigators are frequently sent from the main office
in London to check the work of the local organization, and much care
is exercise! in Inying oui the work. In addition, I have been in close
touch with experienced men from other orgnmtlonn, such as the
Amerlean Red Cross and the Rockefeller Foundation, who have testified
a:]tl t!c]) éhc necessity of feeding the children, and the benefits thus accom-

shed. - v
i As stated above, the relief given bf America to this country has been
considered of prime importance. This relief is still being extended and
the question is, shall the American Beople continue it, or shall it be
stopped at once? If no assistance had ever been given, it might not be
advisable, from the purely bumanitarian point of view, to give it now,
sinee the need hece is less in comﬁarlson with the appalling conditions
which exist in other countries. cwever, this country is justified in
asking for the continuance of American rellef measures, not only

.canse of the necessity, but because Czechoslovakia is making wvallant

efforts to reestablish itself not only in this respect, but economically as
:‘tiell. ?nd. in my opinion, it is making considerable progress in the right
rection.

Since the initial United States Government credit in 1919 for flour
purchases, this country has been able to secure flour in sufficient quan-
tities to take care of the greater part of.the industrial population.
“However, the distribution has been poor; outlying districts have suf-
fered ; and a larﬁg part of the population has been undernourished in
consequence, ‘This means that their productive ability has been con-
s[deraqbly curtailed. (As evidence of this, the miners of Moravska
Ostrava have agreed to work on SBundays if the Government will grant
an advance of 10,000,000 crowns for additional food rations. The
miners of the Falkenan district agreed to increase their output from
20 to 40 per cent provided certain extra rations were furnished them.
This latter information was furnished me by a reliable American who
negag]nted) an agreement with the miners on behalf of an American
syndicate.

The Government food policy is open to criticlsm in many respects.
The situation has been reported on in detail in my weekly dispatch
No. 396, of January 18, and in previous reports. Poor distribution
and maladministration are largely responsible for shortages, especlally
in Carpathian Russia and Blovakia, where the entire transportation
system and governmental machinery is being built up, with a lack of
trained officials to draw upon, rague, the capital, would have been
withont flour over Christmas if it had not been for a temporary loan
of 1,700 cars from American relief stocks. Several similar instances
can be cited where the emergency aid of American relief has prevented
serious labor troubles in industrial centers due to failure of Govern-

_ ment stocks.

The food shortage affects, in a general way, all the nonfarming popu-
lation, which Is more than one-half of the total. Acute want is felt
in three particular districts, the mountainous region in mnorthern
Bohemla, the billy districts of Trencin in Blovakia, and the territory
of Carpathian Russia, The causes of the shortage are, in addition to

the factors already mentioned, the reduction of the cultivable area due
fo diminution of live stock and of man power; the impoverishment of
the soil due to lack of phosphates and nitrates, fertilizers essential to
soil under cultivation for so many hundreds of years, and to fixing of
maximum prices during the war; and the pmhi{idon of free trade in
grain, which discourages the farmers from endeavor. It is estimated
that the crop produc¢tion has decreased 40 per cent since 1914: the
production in 1920 Is 10 per cent below that of 1919. The farmers
are feeding their own grain to pigs and ecattle, since meat prices are
not subject to control and therefore they can seil meat at better prices
than they can get for grain. This factor contributes to a grain short-
age which the Government is unable to deal with. I wish to call
the department’'s attention to the fact that even should the Czech
Government remove the fixed price on flour and allow it to be sold in
the open market, the maldistribution would ?erhmm continue to an
even greater degree, and the relief from America in the form of flour
would still be necessary. .

To tide the nonfarming population over the eritical period, the State
has kept down the price of grain requisitioned from the farmers to less
than one-third or even one-fourth the price obtalnable by clandestine
sale. Home supplies are therefore inadequate. Forty-five thousand car-
loads must be Imported thils year from abroad, in addition to 90,100
carloads expected to be ralsed by the farmers of the country, not inelud-
ing Carpathian Russia. The food crisis at the present moment is due
to the failure of the farmers to deliver enough grain and to insufficient
imports from abroad. Only 12,581 carloads of flour and grain have
so far reached this country from abroad; an amount somewhat larger
than that has been %ll‘cbased and is on the way, but much remains
still to be bought. Negotlations are under way for the purchase in
London of old Chinese fiour from British Army stores on three months'
cr “

The fall in the price of sugar, Czechoslovakia's mainstay, compels
her to seek credits for the purchase of food for her people and raw
materials for her industries, and she has difficulties in obtaining this
credit. DEF%HE this, however, the r:otmtr{ a5 a whole is fairly well
supplied with meat, bread, and sugar, although at prices beyond the
reach of the mass of the population.

Direct benevolent help is needed in the three districts above men-
tioned. They are hilly, nonproductive countries, hard hit by the war
in -the matter of food. Slovakia and CarRa{hian Russia always fur-
nished a large percentage of emigrants to America, and a larger num-
ber of Carpathian Russians now live in America than remain in the
old eountry. There, as in Slovakia, a large part of the population used
to go down for the spring and summer months to work in the rich
Hungarian plain,

In Carpathian Russia the problem is further complicated Ly the
evacuation of two-thirds of its richest part by the Humanians, who
had cccupled it untll =ix months ago. n this short time the whole
Government machinery for taking over these districts has had to be
built up, with but scant material to draw upon. Most of the old offi-
cials are loyal to the Magyar Government, and the local population is
backward and illiterate. All rall and wagon communieation to the
eastern part of the country is obliged fo pass through Rumanian ter-
ritory, and this is an additional handieap.,

he first of the districts mentioned, northern and northwegtern Bo-
hemia, largely populated by Germans, maintained itself by Industries
and trade, workmanship, and craftsmanship, with very little agri-
culture. -

It would seem that if the Government could not regularly distribute
its own food to the population that the work of the children’s organiza-
tlon would also be affected. This is true; and trouble is continualiy
cropplng up. But the work of the American officials iz to watcel
the situation, and, as the amount of food for children is small in com-
parison with the total need, the distribution is effected with falr
efficiency. American help for the children of (‘zechoslovakia, which at
its height furnished one good meal a day to half a million children, has
now been reduced to feeding practically the above-mentioned istricts.
(The distribution in Slovakia is in the hands of Lady Paget's British
mission, but the food comes from and is paid for by the American
relief administration.)

Due to a shortage of funds, the number now fed iz about 100.000,
but it is boped that this number can be doubled. This help is nbso-
lutely Indispensable, In the districts where it is given the populatlon
was actually dying out in 1918. In entire districts the deaths out-
numbered the births by almost three to one. (In the whole Republic
death from consumption has doubled since 1013.) In some of the dis-
tricts in question approximately 60 per cent of the children showed
clinical signs of malnutrition. In northern Bohemia the problem is
a heritage from Austria-Hungary. In some of the towns where the
American Relief Administration is working two-thirds of the popula-
tion was fed from public kitchens during the war. In these outlying
districts distribution of food is further complicated by slow communi-
cation due to the lack of railway cars and eguipment. Contraband
prices of bread and mearly all kinds of food there are almost double
those in Prague. The population can not afford the price of conira-
band food. More than half of the workmen in some of the districts
have emigrated either to the mining districts or to Germany. Indus-
tries are working at one-fifth to one-third capacity. The American
Relief Administration in one district has saved hundreds of children’s
lives from death of edema, and in the Republic hundreds of thousands
of children have been saved from becoming crippled, dwarfed, con-
snmgtiw. anemle human stock.

The American food for Czechoslovakia arrives at Hamburg, all ex-
ggnses of transportation, preparation, and distribution after that are

rne by Czechoslovakia, . The American contribution since 1614 has
amounted to $4,421,448.16 and the Czech contributlon to $887,096.26.

At the present depreclated exchbange this may be considered as more
than equal to the contribution from America. Over a milllon meals
have -been served at an approximate cost of 2 crowns per meal, includ-
ing all the expenses. e overhead expenses are very small, TFrom
over 40 Amerlcans at the beginning of 1919, the number has becn re-
duced to 4 who exercise general supervision. There are in addition
155 local employees and physicians, whose salaries are paid by the
Czechoslovak Government, and 10,000 volunteer workers. The over-
head expenses for the American Relief Administration are 1 cent for
25 menals, and the overhead expenses for the Amerlean Rellef Adminis-
tration plus the Czechoslovak children’s relief 1 cent for 12} meals.
Ninety-five per cent of the money goes Into food, with 3 per cent for
transportation and 2 per cent for overhead expenses.

The stamping out of o?ldem!cs by the Czechoslovak Red Cross, under
the presidency of Dr. Alice Masaryk. has won: praise from independent
cbservers, Amerlcans, and others, Prof. Gunn, of the Rockefeller
Foundation, emphasizes the urgent need for child feeding and care of




1921.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

3861

tuberculosis patients. After a careful study of the statistics, which he
admits are inaccurate, Dr. Gunn states that the tuberculosis situation
here is very bad, especiall{ among children, as compared with the
United States. He attributes a large percentage of this to under-
nourishment, and notes a great Improvement in this direction, as well
as in the infant mortality rates since the introduction of American
child relief in 1919. He reports considerable progress by the Czecho-
glovak Red Cross in developing means for fighting this disease, but
sta&es that years of work are necessary before great progress can be
made,

In conclusion, I would state that the resources of Czechgslovakia In
agriculture, mining, and industries are of the best. Her population,
particularly in Bohemia and Moravia, is composed of educated, trained,
and efficient workmen, both on the farms and in the shops. The whole
attitude of the people is characterized by a worthy ambition to be not
only a self-supporting but a contributing factor, economically as well as
otherwise, in Central Europe. Self-help is practiced in small and big
things, and a sense of duty and discipline !s strongly impressed on the
national character, both of Czechs and Germans.

The Government has persisted, it would appear wisely on the whole,
in saving the State from the shock of high prices of bread for the
nm‘lmrmlniI population during the period when the country’s industries
and trade have not yet recovered thelr former markets, 0 do this it
has been necessary to purchase in abroad at market prices and sell
to the poaglaﬂoll at prices which caused the Government a loss of
m:arl( 2,000,000,0 Crown a year.

Relief to the children in the districts where acute distress prevails
iIs therefore both deserved and imperative. DBut it can not supplant
the necessity of constructive economie relief to the country as a whole
in the shape of long-term credits for the purchase of food and raw
materials, The textile industry (cotton) supports a tpo‘pnlation of

,000,000. 1f the misery in Czechslovakia is not so great as elsewhere
in Europe, yet it should not be forgotten that the countrx on that very
account i8 nearer to economic recovery and is separated by less than
are other States from the day when it will become a contributing factor
1o the recovery of the rest of Europe. The desirability of speeding up
this day is therefore a strong argument.in favor of helping Czecho-
slovakia in both directions—of saving the children and of assisting the
State by means of credits for raw materials and food. 1 personally
can not too strongly emphasize the need for this latter constructive
relief. Unless America does something along these lines we may look
forward to an indefinite continuation of demands for American charita-
ble help. There are some 400,000 orphans and widows as a result of the
war, whose condition is such as to appeal to American sﬁmpnth . At
various times 1 have personally visited the districts where relief is
now being given and have seen barefooted children in the middle of
winter walking around in the snow. In Carpathian Russia I have seen
delegations of peasants, evidently in great want, just after harvest,
asking for help to tide them over the winter and asking for medical
ald to fight the typhus epidemic. 1 can testify as to the gratitude of
the )‘iwpulntlon and: thelr admiration for America and everything

merican,
4 The work that is being done by American organizations here is on
the whole constructive, and the Government, the Czecho-Slovak Red
Cross, and private organizations are gradually taking over such work
ns is permanently necessary. In the work of the European children’s
fund the supervision of Americans ls uemssar]r ns long as we supply
the foed. e committees urganized by this relief represent all lmgnn-
alities in the Republic, and Americans exercise a restraining influence
on these elements. All reports show that these commitiees are now
operating harmonionsly, a fact which could not have been accomplished
without American help. .
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant,
RICHARD CRANE.

(No. 607.)
AmEricaN MISSION,
Budapest, January 20, 1921,
The honorable the BECRETARY OF BTATE,
2 . Washington.
Sin: Pursuant to the department’s instructions of the Tth instant
and supplementary to my telegram No. 299 of the 18th instant, I have
fhe honor to report that the conditicns which continue to prevail in
Dudapest make the feeding of the undernourished children of the popu-
lation a public necessity. Not only is it a benefit to the rising genera-
tion as well ag a pulssant aid in combating social unrest, but doubtless
many lives have been saved thereby. Proof of its necessity is furnished
by the poor crop of last year, due to numerous causes th political
and economie, which have necessitated a 30 per cent mixture of maize
fiour in the people's bread; the abnormally high cost of foodstufls,
which bas not been offset by the increase wages; the shortage of
fuel, disorganization of transport, unemployment due to lack of raw
:'1.1:atermis. and the prohibitory cost of imports due to the low value of
e (TOWI.,
Hnnimry is not, however, in a condition analogous to that which
cxists in Austria. Under more favorable circumstances sufficient food
could be produced in Hungary to feed her population, although certain
elements are now Jacking for the proper nourishment -of town-bred chil-

. dren, such as sugar, rice, lard, milk. and some flour, all of which are
being imported by the American Relief Administration European Chil-
dren’s Fund,

A detailed account of the activities of that organization is given in
a communication addressed to me by Mr. C. G. Bowden, their director
for Hungary, under date of the 19th instant, which, together with its
annexes, is inclosed herewith. While it would appear that the Hun-
parlan éovernment is not directly occupled to any large extent in the
relief of underfed children, it has contributed some 34,112,000 crowns
toward the activities of the American Itellef Administration European
Children's Fund, as against 183,785,118 crowns (at 200 crowbs to the
dollar) expunde& by that organization, and 8.000,000 crowns each b
the Hungarian League for the Protection of Children, under the p -
dency of Count Laszlo Széchenyi, the relief organization directed by
cx-Prime Minister Charles Huszar, and the students’ kitchen, making
o total of 58,112,600 crowns from Hungarian sources,

In a eity which is suffering from the moral and economic effects of
the late war, the Rumanian occupation, and a short bolshevist ima,
the obstacles encountered tc the efficient or tion and administra-
tion are, many of them, well-nigh insufferable. I am of the opinion,
however, that the children’s feeding fund has met with a high degree
of success in overcoming these many difficulties and deserves the high-
est praise from both the Amerlcan and the Hungarian public. th
regard to the physical effects of their efflorts, however, some interest-
ing statistics appear on poge 51 of their recently pubiisheﬂ report, &

copg of which is herewlth inclosed and from which it would appear that
of 8,870 children fed over a period of seven months and of whom sta-
tistics had been kept, 52 per cent lost weight, 20.8 per cent showed
no gain, while 27.2 per cent showed an average increase of 1} kilos,
about 3 pounds.

The reason for this striking result is obscure. What might have
Leen the condition of these children if they had not profited by the
intervention of the children’s feeding organization? It would "seem
hardly probable that the ?arents of those who actually lost weight
during the uestion had curtailed their food at their own
tables and thus saved funds to be otherwise applied or the other mem-
bers of the family provided with more food. ithout a house-to-house
inspection this could not be ascertained, an actlvity quite beyond Lhe
powers of those directing an organigation engaged in feeding, at one
time, 110,357 little ones. However striking these statistles may be,
the general results must be judged in their broader aspect—the lesson
In charity ; the moral effeet on the children and their parents; the
probable ghrslcal deterforation of the children had no one come to their
succor; the example of a well-planned organization; the establishment
of a precedent for governmental participation In such activities; and
tim *introduetl.on of additional foodstuffs into a country suffering [rom
shortage,

Whi?n the Hungarians are grateful for the assistance recelved they
would naturally, as a high-spirited and self-rellant pcople, desire to
assume the care of their own poor as soon as conditions would permit ;
but they would need the cocperation of foreign humanitarian socleties
to help them procure the necessary materials to enable them to do so
effectively and expeditiously, After the demobilization of their troops
and the institution of the scheme of administrative and other economies
adopted by the Government, the financial status of Hungary will doubt-
less be so 1m¥mved that cutside aid in this regard can dispensed
with. TUntil those projects have become a ity, however, foreign
charitable assistance will continue to be not only welcome but neces-

BATY.
1 have the honor to be, sir,
Your obedient servac,
U. GrART-SMITH.
(Inclosures: 1. Mr. C. G. B. to Mr. U. G.-8. January 19, 1921; 2,
Printed report European children’s fund, Budapest, Budapest, 1920.)

AmEnricay AMissioN, BUDAPEST.
(Inclosure No. 1, dispatch No. 607, dated Jan., 20, 1921.)
AMERICAN RELIEF ADMINISTRATION WAREHOUSES,
(AMERIKAI SEGITO RAKTARAK),
Budapest, January 19, 1921, ,
To the AMERICAN COMMISSIONER,
Budapest,

DeAr Sin: With reference to the conversation which we have had in
regard to the necessity for the continuation of ehild feeding in Hungary
until the next harvest, I submit the following information :

1. ECONOMIC CONDITIONS.

a. Supply of foodstuffs. The 1920 crop in Hungary was far below
the average. The reasons for this are:

1. The disturbances caused by the bolshevik régime. J

2. The Rumanian occupation of rich agricultyral sections during the
geason in 1919, .

3. The confiscation by the Rumanians of large quantities of seed
grains, agricultural machinery, and stock.

4. Unfavorable weather. 1

As a result of the insufficient yield this country did not have, as It
had hoped, a surplus of foodstuffs to eanrt. but, on the contrary, will
be able by the most careful management to provide for the L.y[?pulnllon
the minimum required for existence until the next harvest. he read
flour is to be mixed with 30 per cent maize, The Government had the
flour milled into two grades, one of the finest quality, the other of
inferior. It was proposged fo sell the first at 42 crowns a kilo, and an
appeal was issued that all well-to-do people should buy it as a matter of

atriotic duty in order that the Government might be able to sell the
nferior Fmde at 8.50 crowns per kilo, recouping their losses on the
rofits of the higher grade flour. However, it has developed that very
ew people have been able to pay 42 crowns per kilo, with the result
that most of this flour remains in the hands of the Government, It is

gsible that a certain quantity of this will be exported in exchange
'or other commodities.

With the exception of this white flour and a quantity of white heans,
there 1s no surplus of foodstuffs in Hungary. The mﬂf valuable article
of export is wine, of which the yleld last year was excellent.

The American relief administration feeds nu]g children who have
been certified by doctors to be sick and undernourished. For the kitchéns
th% %Jllowlng commodities are nsed ;: Cocoa, sugar, milk, rice, lard, flour,
and beans,

Of these, all of the beans and part of the flour are furnished by the
Hungarlan Government. The other commodities which are unobtainable
In Hungary are imported by the American relief administration.

b. Fuel shortage: The maximum capacity of the Hungarian mines
can supply only half of tha coal requirements of the country. Coal
from tge Hungarian mines ia of very low calory value. Due to lack
of transportation faecilitles, the unwillingness of the neighboring States
to export coal Into Hungary, and the depreclatlon of the Hungarian
crown, which makes imgnrl‘eﬂ coal practically prohibitive In price, It is
impossible to make up this deficlt from imports. ¥

g!nca Hungary lozt 60 per cent of her woodlands hf the peace treaty,
the wood shortage is even greater than that of coal, and the price is

Al high. -

: el'}vhe a';gchoo!s of Bodapest have been closed since Qctober 15 on account
of lack of fuel. The majority of the inhabltants have po fuel for heat-
ing purposes, and many have not even sufficient for cooking.

¢. Unemployment : Due to fuel shortages and lack of raw materials
for the factorles, the great majority of Industrial workers are without
emc{;larment.

. Wages: The average wages of a skilled workman are from 400 to
600 crowns weekly: of an unskilled workman, 300 crowns. This
amounts to from fifteen to twenty times the wages of 1914. (See
Table I adjoined.)

e. Cest of foodstuffs: The average cost of foodstufls' is about fifty
times as great as in 1914. A workman requires at least 300 crowns
mEo-er: '}ha? hi;; )weekly pay to buy foodstuffs necessary for his existence.
( able II,

f. The cost of clothing is one hundred to one hundred and fifty times
(See Table II1.) a

as great as in 1014,
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g Physical condition of the children. (See Table 1V.) The loss In
normal body welght of the children sinee prewar times is ag follows:

Lossin
Ages. kilos.
:ttgg Years. 1.5
years
6 to B years 2.5
9 to 10 years 2
10 to 14 years 1.5

Forty thousand children have rickets,

Forty thousand are tuberculer and scrofulous.
tubercular children has dounbled since prewar times.

More than 70,000, excluding the cases of illness, are serlously under-
nonrished. :

h. Moral eondition of the children.

1. There are more than 560,000 young vagrants on the streets of

Budsg%t;l
= ney from school has fnereased 30 to 40 per cent since prewar
Hmes.

3. In 1920, 50,000 juveniles were tried in the courts of Budapest, of
whom 50 per cent were charged with vagraney., Of these, 14 per cent
were .girls. There were many cases of prostitutes under 14 years of
nge. inety per eant of these young prostitutes were found to be
venereal,

It is obvious that ‘under suc¢h circumstances even the most adven-
turons ‘pelitical program which promised 2 betterment of soeinl condl-
tions would be welcomed by the people.

11. Contributions of the Hungarian Government and local orgoniza-
tions for ‘the Telief of the population: ¥

The number of

Contribution of the Hungarian Government: Crowns,
To work of American Relief Administration_ - _____ 84,112,000
Hungarian League for Protection of Children_._______ 8, 000, 600
Ex-Prime Minister Huszar Rellef Action &, 000, 600
Students’ kitchens 2 ‘8, 000, 000

Total 58, 112,000

The sbove are the principal donations made by the Government ito
charitable organizations. In addition to this, the Government is to the
best of its ability looking after the usual categories of State depend-
ents and providing food and clothing to the mumerous State employees
at a loss, It should be noted that the Government contributed an
enormous sum of money to our action, far more than it could afford
under the circumstances.

It should be remarked that the comparatively small effort of the
Hungarians in relief work among the poor is due more to lack of
organizing ability and experience in this work than to lack of interest.
The Government and the general public are much more inclined to the
work of the American Relief inlstration than to loeal organiza-
tions. They have econfildence in our efficiency and our freedom from
gﬂ'judice or favoritism. Our alm is to show them the way and to

elp them for a time, then to turn over onr work to the loeal organi-
gations which have benefited from the experience ﬁalned in working
with us. We hope to leave a permanent child-welfare organization
here when we go away. Of the personnel now carrying on child-
feeding work, almost a thousand, only three are ricans, of whom
two are volunteer workers.

3. Efficiency and economy of the adminlstration.

a. Efficlency: Only children who have mrofulgg_l examined b{)a
doctor and pronounced to be undernourished (according to the Dr.
Pirquet system of weights and measurements) are given cards admit-

ng them to the kitchens. The children partaking of the feeding are
weighed at frequent Intervals, and any child who has lnereased in
weight so as to mpproach the mormal is excluded to make place for
another underno ed one. In this way it is insured that only the
most needy children receive our meals.

Foodstuffs are distributed for a month at a time to each kitchen,
based on the number of children fed and the ration per child &er day.
Our controllers examine the books and the supplies of each kit¢hen at
frequent intervals to muake sure that there is no discrepancy. Chem-
ical analysts of the rations are often made to ascertain whether the
required quantities of foodstuffs are contained. There is a standard
menu for all kitechens. It is practically impossible for any ppro-
printion of our foodstuffs to be made, A few cases of petty thlevery
were found last year. The offenders were severely punished.

b. Kconomy. We submit a statement of our action up to August,

1920
Total valus American contributions.

Exchange taken ot 200 erowns per dollar— . ___ 172, 787, 280
Value four, fats, contributed by Hungarian Government . 10,097, 870

Total value commodities distributed — e 183, 785, 118
Administration expenscs.

Salari 297997 50
alaries ____ ,997.
Printed matter BH, 263, B0
Rent for storeho = 18, 954. 00
Transportation handling. G, 115, 880. 29
House rent 30, 778. 12
Heating 18, 241. 70
Yeast 1, 878. 40
Rent. of sacks 13, 240. 76
Gasoline 274,117. 54
¥ og A ‘42, 697. 70
‘Workmen's insurance 972. 68
Electrie installation 46, 810.°66

Cold storage __ 30, 859. 20

Refunded to eity 892, 653. 00
General expenses 375, 285. 05
o Total}_.ﬁ_____ﬂ;-_(,a_.. : 8,7185, 587.'30
paid ungarian Government.
Falt.hgully FOurs,
C.'G. BowbpEN.
Tanre IL.—Weekly wages of skilled workmen in Budapest according 1o
latest statistics.
j = Crowns.
(!a,r'pen T. i 640
Printer 445
Bookbinder 425
‘Women's tailot, men 750

Iron and metdl workers = 430

'ur!wnrthy

‘Crowns,
Men’s tailor 540
Woodworker 500-800
Furrler 400-050
Leather worker 450
Shoemaker T00-800
WOMEN.
Printer 241
Bookbinder. 288
Women's tallor 330600
8h ker s 400-500
. B. UNSKILLED WORKMEN,
Printer’s apprentice (women) 270
Male- factory worker 300
Femile factory worker. 250
Brick worker (men) 270
Brick worker (women)_ 20
PAY OF OFFICE CLERKS, .
Average yearly income of 5,700 employrves of the city admin-
istration 12, 000
Avorage yearly income of 6,900 city teachers . ____ 13, 000
TasLe 11.—Statisties of average monthly prices of Toodstuffs in Budapest
markets.

Article. 1914, July. |192), Janvary. | 1020, July. |1923, October.
Krone.  Heller.| Krone. Heller.| Kvone. Heller.| Krone. Heller.

45 10 52 10 %0 42 i)

30 10 10 a0 11 00

40 2 = 3 20 2 50

2 & a2 00 00 18 o 88

2 06 60 T 87 48 20 63

1 7] o 55 74 58 80 57

3 o3 87 80 Ot 51 105 42

2 12 2 23 b 34 84 48

2 10 85 (1] L+ 14 107 20

2 60 a2 i 117 14 121 i

1 a2 119 47 122 89 159 67

30 4 20 7 00 10 00

8 15 o0 23 00 28 o0

1 41 18 ) 15 50 15 T4

32 6 08 5 34 4 an

1 18 0 a7 a0 54 6 44

2 12 04 4 97 4 28
i4 1 % 6 50 8 35"

11 2 11 52 11 32 7 00

a2 21 a3 12 n 13 a0

72 47 00 46 60 62 03

a7 5 11 3 o7 8 00

Tante YIIL—Prices of industrial erticles in Budapest.

Articles, average grade. August, 1914.| October, 1920,
Kronen. i

21T G G e e S s Rt L i e S S 50,00 5,000.00
MAN S SNDEE., ol s rerana s enanana 12. 00-18, 00 |1, 300, 00-1, 600. 00
T R RS R e 3.50-5.00 500, 00
Man'shat. ........ i 8.00 600, 00
BockS. . iizannia v .60 80. 00
Woman's blouse. 5.00 300,00
‘Woman’sshoes £.00 1,200.00
100 kilos coal .- 3.9 200. 00
100 kilos wood 3.50 200,00

. 80 83.00
Saling pair shoes. 2,00 200, 00

s JANUARY 14, 1921,
Memorandum.

1 beg to report, sir, that I have spoken to Mr. Charles Kocsiin, an
editor of the Christian Boeialist paper Nep, who told me that very
much of the materials, food, apd supplies of the American humanitarian
actions comes into wrong hands. A p;gulntton of professional mendi-
cants is bred, and the number of those who live on the food and nup&loisg
given by the committees is much bi r ‘than believed. Many of
out of work live from * Behleichh: " that is to say,’ into
the country, buy up food, sell it at a higher price in city, instead
of going to avork, while the other mem of thelr family wait
for food er presents before the officers of these Institations.

An hour after the Christmas presents of the American Red Cross had
been distributed by Capt. Pedlow, n perfect market was organized on
the Toleki tér, where these articles were bought and sold.

He believes it wounld be mueh better to learn these people a useful
gre;de and supply them with raw materials, the price of which would

refunded by gmductn wh they would d t wages and
could so ‘make an honest living. An action of this kind was organ-
ized ‘in 'the country—eounty of Vas—ete, and he would like to
have ‘the m?{port of these organizations rather than for ill-chosen,

individuals. Will submit data on the question.

Buggests distributlon of support to be organized in Tuture with the
help of ‘the Christian Social trades-unions, so that the workmen
would 'be supported, 'who are out of work without ‘their fault. and not
the professional begzars. Bamcsy.

‘[Inclosure 2: Printed report European children’s fund Buda-
pest, Budapest, 1920, omitted from Recorn.]
MILITARY CONFIRMATIONS.

Mr. WADSWORTEFL. ©Mr. President, the President of the

United States has nominated to the Senate three officers for the
grade of brigadier general in the Officers’ Reserve Corps, I ask
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unanimous consent, as in open executive session, that these three
nominations be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I am authorized by the
Committee on Military Affairs, which committee discussed the
matter this morning in its regular meeting, to report back forth-
with these three nominations to the Senate and ask consent for
their immediate consideration as in open executive session.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair
hears none, The Secretary will read the nominations.

The Resping Crerkx. Do be brigadier general, Richard Coke
Marshall, jr., late brigadier general, United States Army, from
February 4, 1921.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the Senate
advise and consent to this nomination? [Pufting the question.]
The ayes have it; the nomination is confirmed, and the President
will be notified. 3

The Reapixe CrErx. To be brigadier general, John Henry
Sherburne, late brigadier general, United States Army, from
February 11, 1921,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the Senate
advise and consent to this nomination? [Putting the question.]
The ayes have it; the nomination is confirmed, and the President
will be notified.

The Reiping Creex. To be brigadier general, Brice Pursell
Disque, late brizadier general, Unifed States Army, from Feb-
ruary 17, 1921,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the Senate
advise and consent to this nomination? [Putting the question.]
The ayes have it ; the nomination is confirmed, and the President
will be notified.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT.
Mr. WARREN submitted the following report :

The committee of conference'on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
15422) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, and for
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 10,
17, 18, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 30, 45, 46, 47, 48, 52, 54, 55, 56, 58,
59, G2, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 73, 79, 83, 84, 86, 96, 99, 100, 106,
107, 108, 109, 110, 113, 116, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 130, 131,
135, 140, 153, 154, 155, 156, 159, and 161.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 8, 12, 19, 23, 40, 41, 51, 53, 57,
61, 63, 70, 71, 74, 75, 77, 85, 88, 89, 00, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 97, 98,
112, 115, 117, 118, 119, 128, 129, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 157, 158,
and 160, and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
number proposed insert “eleven ™ ; and the Senate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the
sum propesed insert * $11,917.50 ”; and the Senate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert “ $9,811,857.50"; and the Senate agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 1389: That the House recede from its
disagreement fo the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert “$550,000” ; and the Senate agree to the same.

The committee of conference have not agreed upon amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 16, 21, 22, 28,
31, 82, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 390, 42, 43, 44, 49, 50, 60, 72, 76, T8,
80, 81, 82, 87, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 111, 114, 120, 121, 127, 132,
133, 134, 138, 137, 138, 141, 142, 143, 149, 150, 151, 152, 162, 163,
164, 165, 166, 167, and 168,

F. E. WARREN,

REeEp Saroor,

Les 8. OVERMAN,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

Jaues W. Goop,

WavrLTER W. MAGEE,

JoserH W, BYRNS,
AManagers on the part of the House,

Mr. WARREN. I move the adoption of the report.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I did not object to the
Senator making his report, but I do not understand that he has
had unanimous consent to take up the report. I desire to ask,
if this motion is agreed to, whether it displaces the unfinished
business?

The VICE PRESIDENT,. Yes.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I did not understand that the
Senator had moved to take it up.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Oh, no; we have been proceeding
here by unanimous consent,

Mr. WARREN. It is a partial report.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the Senator to let his motion
g0 m;er until to-morrow morning. 1 desire to examine the
report,

Mr. WARREN. I was merely about to say that as to two or
three amendments the House has concurred with us, and has
sent the others back to the conferees. There are some 40 mat-
ters still in disagreement.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 will say to the Senator that of course
I have not had a chance to examine the report. There are some
matters in the report that are of very vital interest to the Senate
and many of its Members. I do not suppose the Senator ex-
pects for a moment that he eould get the report agreed to
without some discussion and consideration of it, and the hour
is late. !

Mr. WARREN. Of course, the report must be laid over if
there is objection.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am sure the Senator understands that
I am not making a captious objection to the report. There are
in it matters of vital interest to myself and my constituency
and other Members on this side of the Chamber, and I desire
to have an opportunity to examine it.

Mr. WARREN. I think I ought to say before dropping the
subject that some 65 matters went back to the House; that the
House has sent back some forty-odd or 50 of those, insisting
upon its disagreement, without taking any action other than
that, which, I understand, takes out of the equation the matter
of making points of order, and leaves them with the conferees
to settle; and there are altogether three matters In which they
have offered amendments to our amendments, to which I was
instructed to agree. Other than that, of course, it all goes
back for further consideration.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the Senator that I do not
desire to delay his report. There are matters touched on in the
conference that-I think will probably bring on some discussion.

Mr. WARREN. I will drop the matter now and simply give
notice that I shall try to obtain consideration of this report at
an early date, as the bill is a long one, and a good deal of work
will be involved in the enrolling, and so forth.

RIVER AND HARBBOR APPROPRIATIONS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15935) making appropriations for
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, we are witnessing to-day more
of the tragedy of Republican recklessness and incompetency.
Last week the Republicans in this Chamber struck down an
appropriation of $100,000,000 for ecarrying on the work of
public-roads building in 43 States of the Union. That great
constructive measure, stricken down, lies dead in this body at
the hands of the Republican Party. To-day that party places
its withering, blighting touch upon the great river and harbor
projects of the country. These projects affect very vitally
105,000,000 people. The Government’s engineers estimated that
$57,000,000 were necessary to carry on this river and harbor
work, and yet the committee, under the leadership of the
Senator from Washington, its chairman, comes in here with
about one-fourth of that amount—§15,000,000—just a little
more than one-fourth of the amount necessary to do this work.

Mr. President, nobody charges that projects now under con-
struction and some nearing completion are worthless, are not
needed, or that the money is being wasted or extravagantly
expended. A Member of the House from North Carolina, Mr.
Saart, former chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors, submitted a substitute for the House bill which is before
us to-day, and in his speech he challenged the opponents of real
river and harbor improvement to point out a single item in his
substitute that was not a worthy ene, and nobody accepted the
challenge.

What do you suppose, Senators, that the people at home will
think of your work of destruction which strikes down river and
harbor improvement in the United States? Why, the city of
Berlin spent more money during the war for river and harbor
projects than you permit the great Government of the United
States to spend on all of her lines of water transportation.
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Poor old cheese-paring, parsimonious Republican Party! You
waste millions in useless expenditures and become economical
when it comes to deing something of a substantial nature for
the mass of the American people. You killed an appropriation
that provided for building a great 'system of public roads lead-
ing from farm to factory and from rural districts to the towns
and market places, and now, I repeat, you refuse to provide
money sufficient to go on with the program of river and harbor
improvement.

¥loods may come, channels may fill up, but the Bepublican
Party, under your leadership, refuses to provide the money
necessary to meet such an emergeney or to carry on the neces-
sary work on river and harbor projects.

Mr. President, Congress in 1917, as was pointed out in the
House by Representative McDurrie, of the Mobile district,
pledged itself to construet a 30-foot channel at the port of
Mobile, and here we are in 1921 and that work has not yet been
completed. The transportation demands upon this port are in-
creasing by leaps and bounds and the channel there must be
made deep enough to carry the big seagoing vessels that seek
this important port. This Mobile channel is part and parcel
of the great waterway system of the couniry and I want to see
Congress carry out its promise regarding it. YWhat people and
what interests do Republican Senators serve who advocate a
do-nothing policy with regard to our rivers and harbors?

The Republican Party used to boast that it was a constructive
party, but unless its Members here change their course it must
be written down as a “ destructive party.,” At the present time
everything that it lays its hands upon seems to wither and die.
Road construction in the rural distriects, the market roads of
the farmer—the connecting link between town and country—all
this is stricken down.

Mr, President, it is fortunate that we have a great tribunal
out yonder to which we can appeal and there is no way to
keep us fronr carrying our cause to the judgment bar of the
pecple. I have seen the Republican Party before its recent
victory carry the country by a tremendous majority. I saw
your candidate, Mr. Taft, elected in 1908 by a million majority,
and four years later go out by unanimous consent. I saw
you in that same year of 1908 carry the House and Senate,
and in 1910 I gaw the Democratic Party carry the House when
only two years had elapsed since you recorded your great
victory under the leadership of Mr. Taft. In the election of
1912 we carried the Senate and elected a Democratic President,
and if yon keep on the unwise and un-American way that you
have started of opposing every constructive measure we will
carry the House in the next congressional eleetion and pluck
some of your Members from this end of the Capitol.

From what I have seen here I am convinced that
you are prepared to place down by the mangled form of the
defeated good-roads measure, the bruised and broken body of
defcated river and harbor improvement legislation in the
TUnited States.

Great constructive measures are necessary. The business of
the people must go on. But one by one, I am sorry to say,
theze great constructive measures receive a body blow at the
hands of the Republican Party, and, Mr. President, the work
of destruction goes swiftly on. When will this measly, parsi-
monious, cheeseparing, and miserable performance against the
public good cease in the Congress of the United States?

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, I am always very much inter-
ested in the remarks of the Senator who has just taken his
seat. I voted against the $100,000,000 appropriation for improv-
ing the roads because the Department of Agriculture, charged
with the responsibility for that work, have all the money they
can fairly use for the next 12 months for that purpose.

I voted against it also because in many of the States of the
country we have paid our own money for good-road purposes.
My own State has spent several hundred million dollars during
the past 10 years. Some of us have felt that the time has
arrived when a few of the States in the country which eon-
tribute most in Federal taxes should make protest against the
expenditure of money for purposes for which the States them-
selves should bear the burden. New York last year paid more
taxes into the Treasury of the United States than 38 States of
the Union put together. While we are very glad to contribute
a little to the improvement of roads in the Senator's State and
to zive our good share toward the expenses of the Government,
we have felt that now was the time when the Nation was facing
a deficit and to refrain from spending more than was abso-
lutely necessary.

I represent the State which has the greatest harbor in the
Nation, out of which harbor goes approximately 50 per cent of
our foreign commerce. I propose to vote against the amend-
ment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Harrisox] because

I belleve, in view of the fact that we had on the 1st of January
last the sum of $40,000,000 unexpended balance in the river
and harbor fund, that the amount called for in the bill is
ample to meet the needs for river and harbor improvement
this year in the ports of the country that require immediate
attention,

The™Senator referred to the harbor at Mobile, which I agrea
ought to be taken care of. Nothing should be left undone to
provide for it. The Senator also referred to the filling in of
some of the channels in the rivers and bays of the country.
Perhaps it might be a good thing if some of them did fill up,
if the drift from the hillsides and the tides in and out could
close the channels and the Government thereby be prevented
from contributing more to their improvemenft. I refer, of
course, to many of the out-of-the-way places in the country
upon which millions of dollars have becn spent with little or
no advantage to commerce.

I am strongly in favor of the proper development of our
great harbors and our great rivers, but while I have at times
voted for the improvement of useless rivers and crecks because
in no other way could I obtain funds for the improvement of
the important ones, I think the time has come for us to make
lump-sum appropriations as we have in the pending bill, so
that the engineering department of the Government may devofe
the people’s money to the places where it will be really effective,

I shall insist that early next session n comprelhensive measure
be prepared which will provide autbority for the improvement
of the rivers and harbors of the United States actually re-
quired to further the counfry’s commerce. I have discussed
this matter with many Members of the House and of the Sen-
ate Committee on Commerce, of which I am g member, and
all agree that this shall be done. -

For the harbor of New York we need legislation autherizing
several definite improvements. The Senator from New Jersey
[Mr., FrELincHUYsSEN] has spoken of the development of the
Kill Van Kull and of Newark Bay, and of the streams and bays
adjoining the port of New York in his State, all of which are
necessary. There are improvements of pressing importance in
my own State in waters adjacent to the harbor that must be
authorized, one of which is the widening and deepening of the
channel of Jamaica Bay, but I shall join with the Senator from
New Jersey and do all I ean to help the matters he advocates
for we have one great common port of New York that ought
to be improved as one great entity.

There is another maftter, and I address myself now partic-
ularly to the chairman of the Committee on Commeree, to which
he and the other members of that committee must give atten-
tion. I refer to the rates charged to-day by the Shipping Board
for carrying freight up and down our coast. I discovered in

' our inquiry into the coal business last summer and fall, that

it cost more to earry coal from Baltimore and Newport News
to New York and New England by water than by rail. We
have departed from the old methed of carrying our coal from
those ports to New York and New England beeause the rail
rate is cheaper. If we are going to spend vast sums of money
for the improvement of our rivers and harbors along the
coast, we ought to know before we do it whether we can carry
our freight on shipboard as cheaply as we ean by rail. In the
congideration of the development of our coast and harbors we
must investigate this particular phase of the situation and see
to it that the money expended for river and harbor improve-
ment is not spent in vain.

Mr, JONES of Washington,
shipping?

Mr., CALDER. Yes

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Shipping Beard has full
authority over rates and regulates them and controls them and
raises or lowers them. It does not need any further legislation
by Congress, It is a matter of administration.

Mr. CALDER. That is true; but last fall, when we wera
having difficulty in obtaining coal in New York and New Eng-
land, I appealed to the Shipping Board to lower freight rates
on the Shipping Board’s idle vessels lying at Newport News so
we might relieve the railroad difficulties and earry much of the
coal by water, as had been done before the war,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Does the Senator have in mind
that Congress should fix the rates?

Mr. CALDER. No; but I think it is the business of tho
Committee on Commerce to inquire thoroughly into that pliase
of our Shipping Board business before we go into the expendi-
ture of vast sums of money for further river and harbor im-
provements.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, may I say just a word in
reply to the Senator from New York? He complains that the
freight rates are higher on the waterways than on the railways.

The Senator refers to coastwise
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The Senator does know, I am sure, that the fact that there is
competition between these two. lines of transportation makes
the freight rates cheaper on the railway than they would be
in the absence of the waterway. The purpese and the object
he should have in mind is to have transportation by rail and by
waterway both, so that in competition with each other we will
get the best possible rates. I am sure that we must have low
rates on the railroads, otherwise the waterways would get the
traffic if the railroads did not make a cheaper rate than the
waterways.

Mr. CALDER. Last summer we had our freight rates doubled
on the railroads. I do not see how that justifies the Senator’s
statement.

Mr. HEFLIN, I did not hear the Senator's statement.

Mr. CALDER. I said that last year the Interstate Commerce
Commission almost doubled our rail rates, and with increased
rail rates it was still possible to ship coal from the mines to New
England by rail cheaper than from Newport News by water.

Mr. HEFLIN. Dces not the Senator think the rate that
now obtains by rail is cheaper than it would be if they did
not have any way to ship the coal by water at all?

Mr. CALDER. Ordinarily it would, but in fixing the water
rate the Shipping DBoard has evidently considered as the leading
factor the cost of the vessel, which is almost three times what
they could be built for to-day, so that while rail rates have
nearly doubled water rates have until very recently been three
1imes what they were before the war.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, of course this controversy
about railroad rates is quite interesting, We have found that
the rates were increased after the legislation enacted by Con-
gress gome time ago. The railroads have always, of course,
fought river improvements, because the rivers are the natural
competitors of the railroads,

I would not say anything more in connection with the pending
legislation if it were not for some of the speeches that have
been made to-day. I had thought that the members of the
committee had agreed to $15,000,000 in the bill as passed by
the House on the theory that it was impossible to pass any leg-
islation inereasing that amount, but I find that some of the
Senators, members of that commitiee, who have always been
advocates of reasonable and adequate and appropriate appro-
priations for river and harbor improvement, are defending the
amount contained in the bilk I know not why they take that
stand ; certainly not from anything that came from the War
Department ; certainly nothing that Gen. Taylor, representing the
Board of Army Engineers, stated before the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors of the House or the Committee on Commerce of
the Senate; certainly nothing contained in the letter that came
in answer to the questions propounded to Gen, Beach, chairman
of the Board of Army Engineers, by the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Commerce. To defend $15,000,000 as adeqguate can
not be borne out by anything contained in the record.

I need only cite that to Senators before we vote upon the
proposition. Do not be misled. Do not misconstrue the facts,
because no one back home will be fooled by that kind of argu-
ment. The Senate is told in plain and simple language that no
improvement work can be entered upon by the department on
the rivers and harbors of the country if the amount of $15,000,000
is not increased. You can not, upon the record and the facts
presented to us, go back to your constituents and tell them
that any improvement at all can be made, that only mainte-
nance ean be carried on with the appropriation of $15,000,000.

I should like to read as a part of my remarks the testimony
of Gen. Taylor before the House Committee on Rivers and
Harbors, just one and a half pages, to show what he said about
the Ohio River project, wherein he stated, which is a fact that
is not controverted, that it would delay progress of the work
upon the Ohio River for two years if the approprlation of
merely $15,000,000 is made. However, I shall not delay the
Senate further on that point.

Let us mot try to mislead anyone. When you go back to
Pennsylvania, to Philadelphia, when we go back to Washington,
when you go back to Detrolt, to Louisiana, to Florida, to New
York, remember that your constitnents will know, because they
ought to know, that Gen. Beach said in a letter dated February
5, 1921, in response to questiong from the chairman of the com-
mittee:

T can not too strongly urge upon you the necessity for
on certain of the improvements, particularly channels in
Harbor, Delaware River, ete.

The river upon which the senior Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. PExrosE] has so long advocated improvement, a great car-
rier of commerce. Gen. Beach mentioned specifically the Dela-
ware River, Philadelphia fo the sea, Savannah Harbor, Ga.,
Jacksonville, Fla., Mobile, Ala., the pass at the mouth of the

ushing work
New York

Mississippi River, Los Angeles, Calif.,, Columbia River, Oreg.
and Wash.,, Grays Harbor, Wash., and the ship channel of
the Great Lakes, Duluth to Buffalo. He said that improvement
can not go on based on the propesition of a $15,000,000 appro-
priation. If that is controverted by a single member of the
Committee on Commerce I should like to have him rise and
controvert the proposition, because I wish to be put right if I
am wrong.. Those Senators are most of them present now, so
I take it I am right in the assertion. When I vote on the mat-
ter, and the proposition which I have advanced, of $33,000,000
as the amount that is necessary to carry on the work, is voted
down and we give only $15,000,000 to them, then do not attempt
io mislead your constitutents by pretending to them that you
helped them out in this emergency.

These are the facts. Vote on the proposition, eripple the im-
provement if you desire to vote down my amendment, but your
constitutents will know what you are deing when you do it.

The VICIE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. HARRISON. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll

Mr. FERNALD (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as before, I vote “nay.”

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). Making the same
announcement that I made on the previous call, I vote “ nay.”

Mr. McEELLAR (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. FRANCE],
which I transfer to the senior Senator from California [Mr.
PHELAN] and vote * yea.”

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Covr]. In
his absence I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from
Arizona [Mr. SmiTH] and vote ' yea.” i

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. WATSON (after having voted in the negative). I with-
draw my vote, in the absence of my pair,the Senator from Dela-
ware [Mr. Worcorr].

Mr. ENOX. In the absence of the senior Senator from Ore-
gon [Mr. CHAMBERLATN], with whom I have a pair, being unable
to secure a transfer, I withhold my vote.

Mr. DILLINGHAM. T transfer my general pair with the
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. SMmiTe] fo the juonior Sen-
ator from California [Mr, Joaxsox] and vote “ nay."”

Mr. PENROSH (after having voted in the negative). I ob-
serve that the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr, WWirLiaxs]
has not voted. As I have a general pair with that Senator, T
withdraw my vote. >

Mr, HARRISON. May I state that the senior Senator from
Mississippi would vote “ yen " if he were present.

Mr. PENROSE. I take that for granted, because during a
long service in the Senate I think we have never voted on the
same side,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I have a general pair witi the
junior Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsa]. I transfer that
pair to the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BraxpreceE]
and vote “nay."”

Mr, CURTIS.
lowing palrs:

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr, Epce] with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr, Owex];

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick] with the Senator
from Nevada [Mr. HERDERSON] ;

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Fart] with the Senator
from Wyoming [Mr. Kexprick] ;

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr., McLeax] with the Sen-
ator from Montana [Mr. Myens]; and

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warees] with the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. OveERaraN].

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 44, as follows:

I have been requested to announce the fol-

YEAB—18,

Beckham McEellar Shields Trammell
arris Pittman Smith, Ga. Underwood

Harrison Reed Spencer Walsh, Mass.
Hefllin Robinson Sutherland
Kirby Sheppard Swanson

NAYS—44.
Asghurst Gay Keyes Poindexter
Ball Gerry Klnis Pomerene
Calder Glass La Follette Ransdell
Capper Gooding Lenroot Simmons
Curpm Gore Lod(ge Smith, 8. C.
Dial Gronna McCumber Smoot
Dillingham Hale ‘MeNary Sterling
Elkins Jones, N. Mex. Moses Thomes
Fernald Jones, Wash, Nelson Townse*
Fletcher Kellogg New Wadsvorth
Frellnghoysen Kenyon Phipps Willji
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NOT VOTING—34.

Borah Ilenderson Newberry Smith, Md,
Brandegee Hiteheock Norris Stanley
Chan:ta:lnln Johnson, Calif, Overman ‘Walsh, Mont.
Colt Johnson, 8. Dak. Owen Warren
Culberson Kendrick Page Watson
Cumm.ns Knox, Penrose Willlams
Edge MeCormick Phelan Wolcott

Fall MelLean Sherman

France Myers Smith, Arlz,

So Mr. Harrrsox's amendment was rejected.

Mr. REED. Mr, President, I desire to offer the same amend-
ment, with the amount reduced to $28,000,000.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the
amendment.

The Reapine CLERK. On page 2, line 4, strike out * §$15,000,-
000 " and insert in lieu thereof * $28,000,000.”

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I want to say just a word about
the amendment. It was my misfortune to be out of the city
during this debate, as I was obliged to be, and I have not heard
the d’scussion,

There is nothing, in my judgment, that is so great a mis-
take as to refuse to appropriate enough money to carry on the
various plans for the internal improvement of our country. I
have frequently had ocecasion, in discussing questions of similar
import, to say to the Senate that money expended in this
manner, if properly expended, is in the nature of an investment
and not in the nature of an expense.

When we pave a street in Washington and get the vehicles
out of the mud and make it possible for people to travel, while
the street costs some money, the town is a good deal better
off with the debt and the pavement than it would be with
neither the debt nor the pavement. The city has actually
increased its assets by making the expenditure. When a man

‘shoes his team of horses so that they can travel over a road,
it is true that he has spent a little money, but he has saved
his horses or made it possible to get to town when otherwise
‘he would not be able to reach it.

When this country improves its rivers and harbors it is not
spending money; it is investing money. We are asking in this
bill an appropriation for all of the vast river and harbor
projects, which concern the whole country, which would not
build and equip more than about one-half a modern battleship.
Gentlemen have voted against the amendment which was just
defeated, which proposed to raise the amount of money to
$33,000,000, who only a few weeks ago voted for an Army of
300,000 men, costing a sum of money so much greater than the
amount asked for these internal improvements that there can
not be any comparison made between the amounts. The same
gentlemen voted only a few days ago for an Army of 150,000 or
an Army of 175,000,

Every dollar that is spent for an Army is that much money
used up. It is gone forever, except as the Army may be neces-
sary in order to protect the country. The money once spent is
gone. The money that you expend for the internal improve-
ment of your land is not gone; it is invested. It pays back its
interest and pays back its principal frequently many times over.

This is a very poor time for our country to be refusing to
make proper appropriations to carry on the internal develop-
ment of this land. We appropriated $100,000,000 a little while
ago to help suffering people in Europe, and indirectly, if not
directly, a large part of it went for the purpose of carrying on
war in Europe. In going over some accounfs the other day I
found that since the armistice we allocated to France $68,000,-
000 to pay a debt of France to Great Britain. It was discovered
afterwards that we had been overgenerous; that they did not
need more than approximately $30,000,000, as I now remember
the figures; but that amount was taken of good American dol-
lars to pay the French debt to Great Britain. Nobody is dis-
turbed about it; everything is serene and lovely. You ean not
even create a ripple of interest in the Senate over it or attract
the general stiention of the country. .

We had some $59,000,000 of our money in a bank of this
country that had been turned over to a Russian government
that fell, and after that government had fallen, when there was
not the shadow of it left except an ambassador, for a defunct
government that really was stillborn, that money has nearly all
been permitted to be paid out, upon some kind of a theory that
we were in some way morally obligated to pay debts that were
centracted after the last shot had been fired upon the Argonne.
All these things and multitudes more go on, and blissfully and
serele]ly we sit and allow them to go on.

We ulocated to Liberia $5,000,000, to a country that does not
even ris. to the dignity of a comic opera country—a country
that is sofar removed from being anything like a real counfry
that it took $26,000 of that money to pay the fares of the dele-

——

gates of that alleged countiry to the peace conference at Paris
and to entertain the dusky representatives of that African land
to pay their board and lodgings.

We have not been able as yet to discover what obligations
have been incurred against it, but we were informed the other
day that the State Department had made some kind of a com-

[ mitment against that money.

For what purpose were we setting this money aside in the
first instance? It appears that in 1912 four New York banks
concluded it would be good business for them to go down to
Liberia, loan $1,700,000 upon the bonds of that Government,
and take a mortgage upon its revenues as security. Some Eng-
lish concern did something of a similar character. When the
war was started it was proposed as a part of the beneficence
that was to be doled out by us that we would take these debts
over by loaning to Liberia the necessary amount of money with
which to discharge them. 8o we stand here shoveling the tax-
payers’ dollars out to foreign countries with a scoop shovel,

However, when we come to do anything for our own country
that will make transportation better, that will benefit every
man, woman, and child in the land, directly or indirectly, we
produce a pair of apothecary's scales and we weigh it out as
though it were pearls of great price that could not in any way
be parted with without bringing ruin to the country. Mr. Presi-
dent, it is the old story of saving at the spigot and wasting at
the bunghole, except that in this ease we have opened the bung-
hole for the benefit of Europe and are applying the spigot to our
own country.

I appeal to Senators who want to make a record for a party
and who want to practice economy, to have some regard for the
fact that the United States ought to be considered for a little
while, and that we ought to think about the development of
this country more solemnly to-day than we have ever thought
about it in the past.

We are confronted by a situation where our railroads are
incapable of carrying the peak loads when they come upon us;
we are confronted by a situation that great unemployment has
come to this land, and that condition may exist for some
months in the future. At a time like that we ought to endeavor
to take up a little of the slack, or, perhaps, I had better say,
absorb a little of the surplus by providing liberally for carry-
ing on the publie works of this land.

So, Mr. President, I have ventured to ask the Senate for
another vote upon this matter., If we do not provide for mak-
ing those improvements to-day they cerfainly will have to be
made in the not distant future. Every day's delay means that
the work already constructed and the plans already partially
carried out will come to destruction and disintegration or will
suffer waste.

This is not the way to save the taxpayers’ money. I am as
much in favor of economy in this Government as any man, I
think, ought to be; but the trouble is you are saving, to use an
illustration that I used the other day, a few dollars in putting
a roof on a house and letting the house go to destruction; you
are saving a little in a business enterprise by refusing to spend a
little money to carry it on to success, but you are losing because
you do not spend the money. If I could have my way, Mr.
President, I say unhesitatingly that I would, if necessary, bond
this country, and I would harness every great stream and stop it
breaking over its banks and destroying crops and property of
incalculable value ; I would clear out of the harbors of this coun-
try every dangerous obstruction and open them to the free coms-
merce of the world ; I would develop the arid lands of the West,
awaken them from their eternal condition of uselessness, and
make thein, instead of the habitat of prairie dogs and owls, the
homes of American citizens, who would in return produce inesti-
mable wealth for the land; I would reclaim the swamp and
overflowed lands of this country and give them to agriculture.
That poliey will some day be adopted by some party with vision
enough to glimpse the future and with courage enough to face
the situation.

Mr. President, I thank the Senate, and I apologize for taking
even this much of its time,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I sympathize with
very much if not all of the argument of the Senator from Mis-
souri; but, for reasons that have already been brought out this
afternoon, I hope the Senate will reject the pending amendment,

Mr. REED. I should like to know what good reason can be
brought out. That is a very conclusive argument that we have
just heard—* for reasons already stated.” I do not expect the
Senator to repeat them, but what reason is there for refusing to
appropriate enough money to carry on the public works of this
country?

Mr. JONES of Washington. We have spent all afternoon dis-
cussing those reasons, and I can not now repeat them,
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment:
offered by the Senator from Missouril

Myr. REED. I should like to lave a roll eall if we can get it.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceedeil to call the rell.

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). Making
the same transfer of my pair that I made en the Inst vete, E
vete ‘“nay.”

Mr. FERNALD (when his name was called). DMaking the
same appouneement as to my pair and its transfer as heveto-
fore, I vote * nay.”

Mr: WALSH of Montana.. I inguire if the Senator from New
Jersey [Mr. PrELINGHUYSENX] has voted?

The: VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed he has net
voted.

* My, FIEFLIN. I have a pair with that Senator, and accord-
ingly withhold my vote.

The roll call was eoncluded.

Mr, McKELLAR. Making the same announcement with re-
g‘ard. te my pair and its transfer as heretofore, I vote “ yea.”

Mr, THOMAS., I understamd that if my pair were present

he would vote as I mtend to vote. I therefore feel at l.i‘herty State

te do so. I vote “nay.’™
RAMMELL.
Bhnda Island [Mr. Corr]. Im his absence, T transfer that pair |
te the junior Senator frem Keammky [Mr. StaxrEY] and vete:
o yea, »

Mr. SUTHERLAND (after having veted in the affirmative)..
I have a general pair with the Senator from Kentueky [Mr.
Beckmax], who is absent. I wmderséand he would vote as I
have voted. I will therefore let my vote stand.
. Mr. OWEN. I fransfer my pair to the Senator from XNe-
braska [Mr. HrrcEvoek]} and vote “nay.”

Mr. CURTES. I bave been reguested to announce the follow- [

ing pairs:

The: Senator from: Pennsylvania [Mr. Pn:sms} with the Sen-
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Wirrrams];

The Senator from Ilinois [Mr, MeConwicx] wiﬂ‘s the Senator
frem Nevada [Mr. HENDERSON]

The Senater from New Mexico [Xir. Fars]} with the Senater
from Wyoming [Mr. KExNnrIck] ;

The Senator from Pennsyha.nlu [Alr. Kxex} with the Senator
from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] ;.

The Senater from Illinois [Mr: Smmm} with the Senator
from: Virginia [Mr. Grass];

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epce} witls the Senator
from Oklonhema [Mr. Owex]; and

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warsex] with the Senator
from Delaware [Mr. Worcert].

The result was apnounced—yeas I6, nays 42, as follows:

YEAB—16:

Harris Pittman Shields Swanson
Harrisan Read Smith, Go.
Heflin Robinson Spencer Underwood
MeKellar Sheppard’ Sutherland Walsh, Mass,
. NAYS 42
Ball Gay La Follette Pomerene
Borah Gerry Lenroot Rnnsde.l{

andeges Gooding Lodbg Simmons
Calder Gore MeNary Smith, 8 C. .
Cummins Gronna Moses Smoot
Curtis Ifale Myers Sterling

fr] Jones, Wash. Nelson Thomas
Dillingham Keil New Wadsworth
ElRins Kenyen Owen Wiilis
Fernald Keyes P! :
Fletcher King Poindexter

NOT VOTING—38.

Ashurst Glnss Me€umber Emith, Md.
Beckham Llendersen McLean Stanley
Capper Hiteheock Newberry Townsend
Chamberlain Johnson, Calif. XNorris Walsh, Mant,
Colt Jolmson, 8. Dak. Overman ‘Warren
Culberson. Jones, N. Mex Page Watsen
I"Idftc Kendrick Penrose Willlams
Fa Kirby Phelan Woleett
France Knoex Sherman
Frelinghuysen MeCormick Smith, Ariz.

Se Mr. REep's amendment was rejeeted.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is still hefore the Senate
08 m Committee of the Whole and epen to amendment. If
there be no further amendment to be propesed, the bill will be
reported to the Senate.

The bill was reperted to the Senate without amendment.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President, I have an amendment that I
desire to offer at the instanee of my colleague, the senior Senator
from Mississippl [Mr. Wirrraass]. I understand that it is the
mandate of the Commerce Committee that no amendment of any
kind shall be aceepted, no matter how meritorious it may be.
I offer this amendment at the end of the bill as now constituted.

I have @« pair with the Senater from |

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be: stated.

The AsstsTaxT SECRETARY. I is proposed te add at the end
of the bill the following:

The Eecretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause a
g}-‘i[:mium:y examination and survey to be made of the Yazoe River,

. with a view to the control of its floods, in accordance with the
provisions' of an act entitled “An aet to provide for the control of the
fleods of the lﬂm:lnpi River and the Sacramente River;, Calif., and for
other purposes,” approved March 1, 1917,

The VICE PRESIPDENT. The question is on the amendment
offered hy the Senatowr from Mississippi on behalf of his eel-
leagae.

The gmiendment was rejected.

Mr. HARRISON, 1 desire to offer another amendment at the
instance of my celleagne, the senior Senater from: Mlssissippi
My, Winrzams].

The VICE PHES‘IDEET. The amendmest will be stated.

The AsSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 2, after line 9, it is pre~
pesed te insert the following:

Sazc. 2. That Lake Gaorge in Yazeo County, in the State of Missise
ﬂf%mbe and the same is hereby, deelared to. be m nonnavigable stream

the meaning of the Consﬁt‘ntfon and laws of tlhie United States,
and jurisdiction over said lake is hereby declared to be vested in the
of Mississippi.

Mr. JONES of Washingten. Mr. President, I will say to tln
| twe Senators from Mississippi that if they will ask the Coms=
| mittee on Comnmeree to report this as & separate hill we will de
| it instanter, but we do not want to put it on this bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
offered by the Senater frem Mississippi en behalf of his col-
Teague.

'Ihebamenﬂme'nt was rejected.
The Bifl was ordered to a third reading, read the third time,

and passed.
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senafe proceed to the consid-
eration of H. R. 16100, the fortifications appropriation bill.

The metion was agreed fo; and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 16100) mak-
ing appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense,
for the armament thereof, and for the procurement of henvy
ordnance for trial and service, for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1922, and for other purposes, which had been reported fremx
the Committee on Appropriations with amendments.

. THE COAL SITUATION.

My, LA FOLLETTE. Bir. President, I wish to anneunce thaj
owing to an error in the print of Senate: Dill 4828, reported
from the Committee on Manufactures, it has been found neces:
sary to make a reprint of the hill, which will be made and
placed ow the desks of Senators in the merning.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I should like to inquire if that
is the coal bild?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is the eonl bhill.

Mr: REED. When did the commitiee meet to eensider it?

Mr: LA FOLLETTE. It has met on s number of days. If
reported the bill yesterday.

Mr. REED: I have had nmo notice of the meefings of this
eommittee since we stopped taking evidenee, and I had ne
knowledge——

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I will state that a written notice has
heen sent te the Semator ef every meeting that has been held.

AMr, REED. I had no knowledge that any conferences were
being held on it. I do not know what the report is, although
I sat with the eommittee for some weeks and gave very clese
attention to the taking of the evidence. I had supposed thak
there would be a consultation in regard to the bilk and that these
whe had talken interest in it would at least have am oppor-
tunity to express themselves with regard te it.

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, I have been, unfortunately, un=-
able to attend the meetings of the Cemmittce on Manufaetu res,
of which I am a member; hui the Senater frem Wisconsin
spoke to me especially abau.t the meetings for eonference on the
bill and I reeeived motiees. I am very sorry that the Senator
from Missouri did not.

Mr. REED. hen were the conferences held?

Mr. LODGE. I understeod they were held in the committee
reom.

Mr. REED: I say, when?

Mr. LODGE. [ got my notices in the morning, as usual.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The meetings of the: commiftee Lave
been called regularly on four or five different occasions sinee
the hearings were closed: for the taking of testimony, and every
member of the cemmittee has been sent these notices of the
meetings of the commitiee at least a day in advance.

Ay, REED:. Nr. President, in the face of that statement I

am not going to say that a notice was not sent to my office,
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It might have come there and I might not have seen it. I had
no intimation that the committee was meeting to consider this
bill after the hearings had closed, except that the Senator from
Maine [Mr. Ferxacrn], I believe, said to me on day before yester-
day that he understood the bill was being rewritien. I assumed
tliat the chairman of the commitfee probably was rewriting the
bill in order to have a draft that would be satisfactory to him,
and that those of us who had so long and patiently worked on
this matter would be called in for conference.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I certainly endeavored to secure the
attendance of every member of the committee day after day.
We had repeated meetings of the committee without a guorum
being present.

Mr. REED. The Senator had no difficulty in finding me when
the hearings were going on and telling me by word of mouth to
“Come on up to the room; we want to take some more evi-
dence.”

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator was called into the meet-
ings while the meetings were on just as other Senators were,
by written notice. If I chanced to meet him, of course——

Mr. REED. I have had no notice since.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will say that I did go after the Sen-
ator a number of times to get him to come and attend upon the
hearings, because of the fact that we had no gquorum; but the
Senator surely understood that it was the purpose of the com-
mittee to report out the bill at this session, and if he will in-
quire at his office he will surely find that he has received three
or four or five notices of meetings since he has attended.

Mr. REED. I distinctly understood—of course, I may have
been in error in my understanding—from the conferences and
talks that we had when the-taking of evidence was about to be
concluded, that the bill in its then form was not supposed to be
satisfactory to any member of the committee. I remember
mentioning to the Senator that we ought to get together and
take at least a day or two days to go over it and see if ground
could be worked out that would be agreeable. I got busy with
other things, and I had not any idea that the bill would be
reported in without that kind of a conference.

Mr. President, there may be some who think they are going
to, gain time by this sort of proceeding. I intend to have the
opportunity to examine this bill, and I intend to have the oppor-
tunity to write a report and present it to the Senate somehow
between now and the day of adjournment, I have no objection
to the bill going back to be reprinted, but I do think the chair-
man of the committee ought to have given me an opportunity to
consult about it. His ideas and mine may not be at variance.
I do not know. y

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have not asked to have the bill re-
turned to the committee, nor do I purpose to ask to have it re-
turned to the committee. I simply have given notice that a
reprint of the bill will be made to correct an error—

Mr. REED. I could not hear what the Senator said.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. And that reprint will be on the desks
of Senators in the morning. The report has been on the desks
all day to-day.

I only want to say, Mr. President, that I am sure every asso-
ciate of mine upon the committee will bear me out in saying
that every member of the committee has had opportunity to at-
tend the sessions of the committee, and that I have struggled in
every way to secure attendance, It has been a very discourag-
ing proceeding, because of the pressure of business at the close
of the session.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts,
ator yield?

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, I think the Senator from
Missouri will find upon investigation that he unquestionably
has been notified of the meetings.

I personally have bean in the same position that the Senator
from Missouri is in. I have not been present during the confer-
ences for the purpose of drafting the bill that has been reported,
being away from the city; but upon my return to Washington
I found in the mail notices of several meetings to be held in
my absence.

I think I ought to say, too, that I do not know of any com-
mittee of which I have been a member in the Senate that has
been more regular in giving written notices in advance of the
hour and time of hearings than the Committee on Manufae-
tures. Though I have not been present at any of the meetings
that liave led to the reporting of the bill, yet it was my own
fault, and not the fault of the commiitee.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I am not going to charge anyone
with any bad faith, much less the Senator from Wisconsin,
whose friend I have bean ever since I knew him in the Senate,

Mr, President, will the Sen-

and I do not intend to let any misunderstanding of this kind
interfere with that friendship.

The bill was brought forward at a time when other matters
were crowding upon the attention of Senators. It was per-
fectly proper for the Senator, who is chairman of the com-
mittee, to call his meetings and endeavor to secure an investi-
gation and to get as early a report as was practicable. I felt in
perfect harmony with that sentiment, and accordingly I laid
aside all my other work that I could lay aside and I attended
the meetings of the committee with greater regularity than any
other member of the committee except the chairman himself.
I gave to it the best part of three weeks, On two or three occa-
sions we had very important matters before the Committee on
the Judiciary, which were of an emergency character, and I
was obliged to be there. I put in all of the day Monday upon
those hearings. Tuesday I was obliged to leave the city on an
important matter, and I returned only about half an hour ago.

Notices may have come to me at my office. I have not had
an opportunity to read my mail. Here was a matter in which
I had taken a profound interest and in which I hoped that my
labors contributed a little toward the elucidation of a some-
what mixed question.

T do not think all of the testimony has yet been printed,
although it was taken, of course, at great expense. I thought
we would have that evidence printed in the usual way, that the
committee would sit down and go over it and try to make a
finding of fact In regard to the coal situation which would
throw some light on it to the country and we would get away
from wild statements, made, perhaps, in the best of faith, but
which nevertheless are not the kind of statements of fact on
which the country ought to rely.

I have been in the city with the exception of the two days I
have mentioned. I thought we were going to sit down and go
over the bill, that we were going to have the evidence before
us, and that we were going to try to produce a result that would
represent the consensus of opinion of the members of the eom-
mittee; that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WarsH],
who has given to the bill very considerable attention and con-
tributed a great deal in the hearings, although, as he has stated,
he could not be there all the time, would be called into those
conferences, with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Ferxarp] and
the other members of the committee.

I wish time to make a report that will express my views in
regard to the coal situation, and I hope to have the concurrence
of other members of the committee, or I hope to concur in some
of their views as they may possibly in mine.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for five days' time
in which to make a report.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of
the Senator from Missouri? -

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr, President, the Senator from Mis-
souri has made it perfectly plain to the Senate why he received
no notices during the last two days of the meetings of the com-
mittee. It was because he was absent from the ecity. The
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsu] was also absent from
the city, which is the reason why he did not meet with rhe
committee,

The conferences of which the Senator from Missouri speaks
were held in so far as members would respond to the call of o
written notice and attend upon the meetings. Even when it
was impossible to get a quorum in attendance, some of the
members were willing to go over the bill and put in some time
upon ii, but of course no action was taken in the absence of
a quorum,

The hearings began immediately after the bill was sent to the
committee, It was introduced on the 12th of January. It was
believed by members of the committee that it would be possible
to complete the hearings in a very few days, for the reason that
the same committee had had extended hearings upon the sub-
Jject of coal extending over a period of something like a year or
more, during which three volumes of printed testimony was
taken, which volumes were before the committee and were taken
into account at the first meeting of the committee upon this
bill and were made a part of the record which would be con-
sidered by the committee,

Furthermore, the special committee known as the committee
on reconstruction and production had been taking testimony
upon the subject and had printed a volume of testimony which
wag laid before members of the committee at the first meeting
of the Committee on Manufactures. It was expected by all
members of the committee who attended the first meeting, and
we had a quorum then, that it would be possible to conclude
the hearings within three or four days, in view of the extended
investigations that had been made of the subject not only by
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that committee but by the Calder committee. The subject
seemed a very urgent one, calling for legislation. A motion was
made at the first meeting of the committee that the hearings
should be concludéd at the end of three days. At the end of
that time, however, a large number of interested parties had
appeared and asked for more time, and the hearings were re-
opened and we went on with the work.

Every member of the committee will acquiesce in all that the
Senator from Missouri has sald about his attendance upon the
committee. He was very attentive, indeed. He was there at
every session and took a very active part in the examination of
witnesses and a large amount of testimony was taken. In order
to expedite the work and Insure, if possible, a report of the
bill in such time as to give the Senate an opportunity to con-
sider it at this session, night sessions of the committee were
held, I think three or four different evenings until 11 or 12
o'clock., I felt and I know that other members of the com-
mittee felt that the bill should be reported. r

Now, Mr. President, I wish to say that the hearings will show
that the Senator from Missouri very early in the hearings, when
witnesses were on the stand representing coal producers, in
the course of his examination of them in calling for facts with
regard to production cost and margins and everything pertain-
ing to the business, stated again and again that he was in favor
of full information with respect to the business; that he
thought the people of the country were entitled to all the in-
formation that would enable them to know whether or not they
were being charged too high a price for coal or whether coal
was being furnished as it ought to be furnished to them in
quality and quantity.

In the meetings of the committee that were held after the
hearings were closed the committee adopted just exactly that
view with respect to the bill. They struck out all provisions
of it which pertained to price fixing or investing the President
with power to take over the production of coal in the event of
an emergency, and they struck out all the licensing provisions
of the bill, and made it purely a fact-finding bill. It is that
and it is nothing more.

I discovered this afternoon that one paragraph which went
beyond that had inadvertently been printed in the bill. It had
been marked out in a number of copies which the members of
the committee had been using, but in some way or other a copy
in which that provision had not been marked out was sent to
ithe printer. Therefore I have asked for a report. It is a
provision that clothed or sought to clothe the Federal Trade
Commission with authority to make an investigation to de-
termine whether or not individuals were profiteering, and to
publish their names or make them public.

It was felt that that was a provision which, whatever might
be thought about it properly having a place in a bill affecting
the coal business, ought not to have a place in this bill, and it
was stricken out by the committee but printed by error. It is
to eliminate that error and two or three verbal errors which I
found that the reprint is being made. I am confident when
the Senator from Missouri has looked over the report and
looked over the bill that he will find it is strictly in accord
with the statement that he repeatedly made during the hear-
ings, as to the sort of legislation that he thought ought to be
enacted.

Mr. REED. Mr, President, that is very cheering. The com-
mittee got around to my view. I am sure they were progress-
ing in the right direction. The more of the bill they strike out,
probably, the more they will improve it. But I had not seen it,
It has just been handed to me by a page this minute. I thought
I was entitled to see the bill.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The bill has been on the Senator’s desk
all day. If he had been here, he would have seen it. It was
laid upon the desks of all Senators this morning; and.if the
Senator had been in the city he would have had an opportunity
to attend the meetings of the commitiee when the bill was con-
gidered and reported.

Mr. REED, Technically I have had notice. I have had tech-
nical notice many times to be at court, too; but I always, when
1 knew there was a man on the other side intensely interested
in the case, sent him some special word that he had better get
down.

What I am complaining about is this—I could not get mad
at the Senator from Wisconsin if T tried, and T am not going to
do so on- this oceasion—but I had in mind this thing, and I
think it ought to be done. There has been more misrepresenta-
tion made to the people of the country in regard to the coal situ-
ation than T know of in regard to any other situation.

I think this committee came very near disclosing the facts.
I think those facts ought to be stated to the country by the
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committee and laid before the Senate; and I think, if they are,
it will save a great deal of work in the future and will be a
genuine public service.

The Senator says there have been long investigations. It
happens that I was the chairman at least a part of the time -
of the subcommittee which investigated this question two years
ago. There was a change in the organization of the Senate
while that was going on, and Senator Vardaman succeedad me
as chairman of the subcommittee, but I was still on it. We
investigated the anthracite-coal situation as it then existed.
We did not examine into the bituminous-coal situation, and
the anthracite coal represents something like 10 per cent of the
total production. We never touched the bituminous-coal situa-
tion. I do not know what the committee of which Senator
Caiper was the distingunished chairman was investigating. I
could not understand whether their evidence had been incor-
porated by our committee or not. It seemed it was in part
of the time and out part of the time. But that committee was
investigating lumber and brick and mortar and labor conditions
and combinations and every sort of thing, It traveled over
the country a good deal. They had an attorney learned in the
law and in matters legislative with them. We had the benefit
of his presence while we were conducting the negotiations and
oceasionally a wise suggestion from him, which was all on one
side of the case, as far as I observed.

I do not know what the Calder committee found out. 1 know
that this committee had a meeting when I was home ill, and
when I returned they had resolved to end their hearings at the
close of the third day; but, as the Senator from Wisconsin said,
they found out at the end of the third day that they had not
really gone fully into the guestion. So the hearings were con-
tinued. Many witnesses were called. Some came. We ex-
amined a good many questions which might not have been
pertinent to this inquiry, for it constantly had a tendency to
block it.

I think we gave a day and a half, finally, or nearly that, to
Mr. Gompers, who put in a very inferesting and very able
review of the legislation relating to trusts and combinations.
We did not seem to be in much of a hurry toward the end. I
thought we had arrived at a state of mind where we had found
out that it was not wise to be in too great a hurry.

There was a phase of this bill which seemed to me all the
time to be of merit, and that was the one regarding the publicity
of the facts relating to the coal business, the prices;, the pro-
duetion, and all the other facts necessary to enable the public to
judge what is the state of the business. The Senator tells me
that is all that is left of the bill. Nevertheless, there ought to
be something in the report. I have not had a chance to look
at the report. It may contain all these facts, but I would like
to have time to consider it; and I would like to have the privi-
lege of filing a minority report if I see fit.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think the Senator should have that

privilege. I think he has it anyhow, without leave being
granted.
Mr. REED. I think I would have had before the report was

filed, but I do not think I have now unless I get permission.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I certainly think the Senator has a
right to file a report without the consent of the Senate or any-
body else. I sincerely hope that he will file his report at a
very early date, and I am sure he will when he has examined
the bill and sees the scope of it.

Mr. REED. The evidence is in print?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The evidence is in print, but it is not
in bound form yet.

Mr. REED. It is in galley proof?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It will all be accessible to the Senator.

Mr. REED. I find it somewhat difficult to make reference to
testimony from a galley proof.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. A mass of testimony has been taken,
Mr. President. Probably omne-half of it, perhaps two-thirds of
it, will not be found very useful to anybody who wants to
study the coal proposition. As is known, the testimony before
committees in such investigations always takes a very wide
range. This testimony is related to the coal business, coal
preduction, the coal industry, and involves in some measure
the transportation question, and a number of other questions
which arise in the consideration of the production and distribu-
tion of coal.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, if T have that permission by
unanimous consent, that is all I am asking now. The question
of the merits of the bill will come up later.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I trust the Senator will not ask to
have five days, and will not take any such time as that, because
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that would mean that we would not be able to consider the bill
at this session. With the price of bituminous coal, all out
through the West, anyhow, ranging anywhere from $12 to $15
a ton at the present time, as shown by inquiries recently made,
it seems to me we ought to start finding the facts.

There is an urgent reason why the bill should be passed at
this session. The coal year, as it is called, begins on the 1st
day of April. It Is then that contracts are made for coal for
the year, where eoal is the subject of contract for large users.
Furthermore, I think it is about the time when the wage scale
is nrranged or rearranged. Many of the facts that will be
sought in this investigation will be material in making
those contracts. Even with the bill limited as it is in its
provisions, going no further than it does, I am very hopeful
that we shall be able to pass it through the Senate, and that
it may yet receive consideration in the House and become
a law,

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I do not want to earry on this
controversy, but just permit me fo say, in reply to what the
Senator has just said, that if the prices of coal are excessive
in some parts of the country to-day, the collecting of this infor-
mation ean not affect that present situation, because if the bill
were to become a law reports would not begin to come in for
some considerable time in the future. It would take weeks,
perhaps, to create the machinery and to lay out the plan for
the making of the reports.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will remind the Senator that the
bill provides that existing machinery shall be utilized. No
new machinery will have to be created to secure this infér-
mation.

Mr. REED. T am talking withont knowledge of the bill,
but I suppose it applies to retail dealers as well as to whole-
gale dealers. All those men have to be instructed and the plan
has to be laid out for their reports, blanks have to be printed,
and, no matter how much haste we malke, it can not be that a
practieal result upon the prices of coal is going to come within
the next 30 or 40 or 50 or 60 days.

Now, about the labor. The existing labor contracts with the
unions, as I remember them, expire in 1922. They do not make
a new contract, if I recollect the fact—and if I am wrong, 1
hope I will be set right—for something like a year from this
day. The contracts which are made with the large contractors
for coal will be made anyway. They do not rely upon the in-
formation that we get. The larger contractor makes his con-
tracts on his own knowledge from year to year. So I do not
think there is very much in that argument.

Everyone knows we are going to have an extra session of
Congress which will begin about the 4th or 5th of April, and I
think there is very little chance for the bili, even In its revised
form, to go through at this session. However, I do not intend
to put obstructive tactics in the way, because if the bill is
limited as the Senator thinks it is, I probably shall be glad to
support it. t .

1 am asked to make a report very quickly, if I make one. The
evidence is in galley form. It is not yet in volume. It is not
yet paged. I could not make a report and refer to the pages
of the testimony, because it is not yet in pages. But I will say
to the Senator from Wisconsin that I will make every effort I
can to get something in the form of a report, although it will
not be nearly as conclusive as I wish to make if, and I shall
try to get it inside of the five days, as much inside as I ean. We
are all pressed for time. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Braxpecee in the chair).
Will the Senator from Missouri repeat his request for unani-
mons consent?

Mr. REED. I ask for five days’ time in which to file a minority
report. I think there are other Senators who feel as I do. The
Senator from Maine [Mr. Feexaip] is in the Chamber, and he
can state his view,

AMr. FERNALD., Mr. President, I have no complaint at all
with the chairman of the committee about the notification
of the meetings. I was present at nearly all the investiga-
tion meetings, and I had intended to be present at the final
conference in considering the bill. I was unable to be pres-
ent at one meeting. I had supposed that the full committee
would be gotten together, because it seemed to be of suflicient
importanee to make it necessary to have the entire committee
present.

There are some phases of the bill, although it is a much
milder one than we considered at first, to which I can not agree;
and I, too, feel that it is a very reasonable request that the
Senator from Missouri has made. He gave to the consideration
of the bill very much of his time, probably five times as much
as any other member of the committee, except the chairman,

and it seems a reasonable request that he should be permitted to
have the evidence printed and go over it before reporting on the
measure or subscribing to a report. I think we ounght to be
permitted to go over the evidence after it Is printed, and then
I shall join the Senator from Missourl or the chairman of the
commifttee in a report. But it does not appear to me to be
quite fair, on a bill so important as this, that it should be rushed
through by the chairman of the committee at a speed which
seemns unn i

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri mean, when he asks for five days within which to submit
his views as a minority member of the committee, that no action

shall be taken by the Senate upon the bill until he has filed his -

views? :

Mr. REED. That would necessarily be implied. There would
be no use in filing a report after 2ction upon the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Missourl?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I object. I would not object to a rea-
sonable time, but I think that is an unreasonable time. I think
the Senator is familiar with every part of the testimony. In-
deed, T think the Senator’s questions and statements would con-
:Ektute a very considerable percentage of the testimony that was

en.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chalr would suggest to
the Senator from Misscuri that he Is informed by the Assistant
Secretary that the usual mrethod of computing time under such
an agreement is to make it calendar days, exclusive of Sundays.
If Sunday is excluded from the computation, the request would
be ;qulvnlent to asking for four working days. Objection is
made,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. There are only five working days re-
maining of the session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the re-
quest of the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. REED. Mr, President, I am going to prefer the request
in this way: I ask that I may be given five days in which to
file n report, with the understanding that if the bill comes up
before the five days have expired, my request shall not bar con-
sideration of the bill,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. There is no objection to that reguest, I
assure the Senator. !

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, and
it is agreed to. :

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I wish to say to the Senator in
charge of the bill that there is reason for giving it consideration.
I have read the first section while he has been talking, and the
first section expressly puts the coal business under publie
charge; it puts it in the same class as the railroads. That is a
proposition that certainly will evoke some discussion on the
floor of the Senate. I do not say that te provoke discussion
now ; but I am calling attention to the fact that when you come
to read a bill from a little different slant or angle than the
other man had, you may see things differently.

With regard to the criticism that I have taken time on the
bill, let the record speak for itself. I have asked a good many
questions in my life, but I have never asked them with so much
satisfaction as I did in the hearings on the bill, when theé real
viewpoint of some of the gentlemen who appeared as experts
was disclosed. I will give one illustration, even at the risk of
taking a little of this very valuable time.

A gentleman came before us anu advocater. this bill, which
is designed to take charge of the coal mines and fix prices and
take charge of the coal dealers and fix prices. He disclosed
afterwards in his testimony, under some of the questions that I
had the temerity to ask, that he had been an advocate of per-
mitting the eoal men to combine in order to raise prices, and
that he is now an advocate of the theory that the coal men
ought to be permitted to combine in order to raise prices to a
proper level under some sort of governmental supervision. He
is a very good man, a very fine gentleman; but I do not believe
in his theories any more than I believe in the theories of
Lenin and Troiski. i

So I think we shall have to take enough time to find out
what is in the bowels of this measure before w2 get through
with it.

RECESS.

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate take a recess until 11
o'clock to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at G o'clock and 18 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Saturday,
February 26, 1921, at 11 o’clock a. m.
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NOMINATIONS.

Erecutive nominations received by the Senate February 25 (leg-
islative day of February 24), 1921.
APPOINTMENTS IN THE OrFricirs’ RESERVE Corrs oF THE UNITED
STATES ARMY.

TO BE BRIGADIER GENERALS.

Richard Coke Marshall, jr., late brigadier general, United
States Army, from February 4, 1921,

John Henry Sherburne, late brigadier general, United States
Army, from February 11, 1921.

Brice Pursell Disque, late brigadier general, United States
Army, from February 17, 1921.

CONFIRMATIONS,

Erecutive nominaiions confirmed by the Senate February 25
(legislative day of February 24), 1921.
APPOINTMENTS IN THE OFFICERS’ RESERVE CorPSs OF THE UNITED

STATES ARMY. ;
TO BE BRIGADIER GENERAL,
Richard Coke Marshall, jr.
John Henry Sherburne,
Brice Pursell Disque.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Frivay, February 25, 1921.

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m,

The Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., pastor of Calvary
Methodist Episcopal Church, Washington D. C., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Blessed heavenly Father, by the light of this day Thou hast
quickened within us the sense of responsibility. Help us to
rise like those who are called by the Master in the morning to
do a day's work. Pity those who know the bitterness of afflic-
tion and the keenness of mortal pain. When they sigh let
Heaven's blessing bring them great peace. Through Jesus
Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, announced that
the Senate had passed bills and resolutions of the following
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives
was requested :

S.4880. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish
free transportation and subsistence from Europe to the United
States for certain destitute discharged soldiers and their wives
and children ;

S.4859. An act for the relief of certain ex-service men whose
rights to make entries on the North Platte irrigation project,
Nebraska-Wyoming, were defeated by intervening claims;

8. J. Res, 238. Joint resolution authorizing the President to
require the United States Sugar Equalization Board to take
over and dispose of 13,902 tons of sugar imported from the
Argentine Republic;

S.4511. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to grant a
right of way over certain Government lands to the State of
Oregon for the Columbia River Highway ;

S. J. Res, 233. Joint resolution giving consent of the Con-
gress of the United States to the States of North Dakota, South
Dakota, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Iowa, and Nebraska, or any
two or more of said States, to agree upon the jurisdiction to
be exercised by said States over boundary waters between any
two or more of said States;

S.4864. An act to amend section 3 of an act entitled “An act
to provide for the leasing of coal lands in the Territory of
Alaska, and for other purposes,” approved October 24, 1914 :

8.4865. An act fixing the taxable status of lands received in
exchange for lands formerly embraced in the grants to the
Oregon & California Railroad Co. and the Coos Bay Wagon
Road Co.;

S.4159. An act for the relief of dispossessed allotted Indians
of the Nisqually Reservation, Wash. ;

S.4352. An act authorizing the Indians residing on or belong-
ing to the Turtle Mountain Reservation, N. Dak., to submit
claims to the Court of Claims, and for other purposes;

5.4645. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the District
of Columbia to close upper Water Street between Twenty-first
and Twenty-second Streets NW.;

8.4186. An act to authorize the Broadwater Irrigation Dis-
trict, a Montana organization, to construct a dam across the
Missouri River;

S.4421, An act securing rights of way and easements over
public lands in connection with Federal irrigation projects;

S.4900. An act to amend section 5 of the act approved March
2, 1919, entifled “An act to provide relief in cases of contracts
connected with the prosecution of the war, and for other pur-

poses ;

S.J. Res, 229, Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
War to investigate the claims of private parties to the Mariveles
quarry within the limits of the United States military reserva-
tion in the Philippine Islands and to permit the working thereof
by the persons entitled thereto, provided military necessities
permit ;

S.2340. An act to amend the military record of Richard
Parke;

S.4827. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish
to the National Museum certain articles of the arms, matériel,
equipment, or clothing heretofore issued or produced for the
United States Army, and to dispose of colors, standards, and
guidons of demobilized organizations of the United States
Army, and for other purposes;

8.2252. An act making an appropriation to pay the State of
Massachusetts for expenses incurred and paid at the request of
the President in protecting the harbors and fortifying the coast
during the Civil War;

S.3487. An act for the relief of Clarence L. Reames;

S.4991. An act for the relief of Kristina Furjak;

S.4992. An act for the relief of William E. Lewis;

S.4694. An act for the relief of Samuel H. Dolbear;

8. J. Res. 251, Joint resolution to authorize payment to mem-
bers of the Army and Navy who were employed as enumerators
during the Fourteenth Decennial Census to take the census of
persons in the Army and Navy;

S.38129. An act for the relief of Louisa Frow;

S.2838. An act for the relief of Philip S. Everest ;

8.5023. An act to provide for the closing of Cedar Road
between Quincy Street and Shepherd Street NW., in the District
of Columbia ;

S.4554. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to create a
Federal Power Commission ; to provide for the improvement of
navigation; the development of water power; the use of the
public lands in relation thereto; and to repeal section 18 of the
rivers and harbors appropriation act, approved August 8, 1917,
and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1920; and

S.4710. An act to authorize the Commissioner of the General
Land Office to dispose of certain trust funds in his possession.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 15872) making appropriations for the Diplomatic
and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922,
had agreed to the amendments of the House to the amendments
of the Senate numbered 27 and 30.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with
amendments bills of the following titles, in which the con-
currence of the House of Representatives was requested :

H. R. 10074. An act to enlarge the jurisdiction of the muniec-
ipal court of the District of Columbia and to regulate appeals
from the judgments of said court, and for other purposes;

H. R. 8067. An act to establish standard weights and measures
for the District of Columbia ; to define the duties of the superin-
tendent of weights, measures, and markets of the District of
Columbia ; and for other purposes;

H. R.12045. An act to provide for the conveyance of lots on
the low grounds of Washington, D. C.; and

H. R.13225. An act providing for the allotment of lands
within the Fort Belknap Indian Reservation, Mont., and for
other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the hill
(H. R. 15441) making appropriations for the service of the
Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922,
and for other purposes, had agreed to the amendments of the
House to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 9, 13, 14, and 20.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the
following concurrent resolution :

Benate concurrent resolution 35.

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives mncurﬂma,
That the Congress of the United States earnestly calls upon the people
of the United States to 'confribute out of their substance to the
homanitarian aetivities in behalf of the needy of the world.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment the bill (H. R. 1856) for the relief of Arthur J,
Burdick.
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint
resolution and bills of the following titles, when the Speaker
signed the same:

H. J. Res. 215. Joint resolutlon authorizing the legal heirs of
certain officers of the United States Coast Guard who lost their
lives when the Coast Guard cutter Taempa was destroyed in
Bristol Channel September 26, 1918, to receive pay and allow-
ances that would have acerued to said officers;

H.R.11841. An act to amend “An act granting additional
quarantine powers and imposing additional duties upon the
Marine Hospital Service,” approved February 15, 1893;

I R. 15769. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
over the Rio Grande between the cities of Del Rio, Tex., and Las
Vacas, Mexico;

H. R.15662. An act to extend temporarily the time for flling
applications for letters patent, for taking actions in the United
States Patent Office with respect thereto, for the reviving and
reinstatement of applications for letters patent, and for other
purposes;

H. R.13402. An act for the purchase of land occupied by ex-
periment vineyards near Fresno and Oakville, Calif. ;

H. R. 9840, An act for the relief of Capt. E. V. Dickson;

H. R. 8647. An act for the relief of the owners of the Ameri-
can schooner William H. Sumner;

H. R.7573. An act authorizing payment of compensation to
Pasquale Dolce for personal injuries;

H. R. 6414, An act for the relief of Herman W. Schallert;

H. R.2328. An act relating to the title to land to be acquired
as a site for a post-office building at Spring Valley, IlL;

H.R.1035. An act for the relief of the widow of Joseph C.
Akin;

H. R.646. An act for the relief of Perry E. Borchers because
of losses suffered due to destruetion of property and termina-
tion of contract for services because of smallpox while in the
employ of the Navy Department in Cuba;

H. 1t. 397. An act to authorize a lien selection by the State of
South Dakota for 160 acres on Pine Ridge Indian Reservation,
and for other purposes;

L. R. 1430. An act to authorize the addition of certain lands
to the Weiser National Forest, Idaho;

H. R, 2946. An act to amend acts to permit the use of the
right of way through the public lands for tramroads, canals,
and reservoirs, and for other purposes;

H. R.8535. An act to provide for the redistribution of gen-
eral taxes and special assessments due and payable on real
estate in the District of Columbia in cases of subdivision or
sales of land therein;

H. R. 5081. An act for the relief of James E. Adams;

. R.9028. An act to authorize the addition of certain lands
to the Nez Perce National Forest, Idaho;

H. R. 9702. An act granting certain lands to the city of Sand-
point, Idaho, to protect the watershed of the water-supply sys-
tem of said city ;

H. R.10434. An act to add certain lands to the Targhee Na-
tional Forest;

1. It. 10598. An act for the relief of the First National Bank
of Sharon, Pa.;

H. R.11004. An act to grant certain lands to the board of
trusiees of the village of Downey, State of Idaho, for the pro-
tection of its water supply ;

H. R.11807. An act to amend section 5146 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States, in relation to the qualifications of
directors of the National Banking Association;

H. R.13051. An act to add certain lands to the Lemhi Na-
tional Forest, Idaho}

TL.R.13592. An act to authorize certain homestead settlers
or entrymen who entered the military or naval service of the
United States during the war with Germany to make final proof
of their entries;

¥, R. 5416. An act to authorize corporations oragnized in the
Distriet of Columbia to change their names;

H. R.567. An act for the relief of John Chick;

H. R. 13319. An act for the relief of Wilson Certain;

II. . 644. An act for the relief of Oscar Smith;

. R.9794. An act for the relief of Wendell Phillips Lodge,
No. 365, Knights of Pythias; and

H. J. Res. 465. Joint resolution for the appointment of one
meniber of the Board of Managers of the National Home for
Disabled Volunteer Scldiers.

SENATE BILL REFERRED,

Tnder clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following

title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its
appropriate committee, as follows:

S.4879. An act to amend section 1 of the act of Congress
approved March 2, 1805 (28 Stat. L., p. 907), and to extend
restrictions against alienation of lands allotted to and inherited
by certain Quapaw Indians, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES,

A message in writing from the President of the United States
was communicated to the House of Representatives by M,
Latta, one of his secreiaries.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

By unanimous consent, Mr. Scmarn was granted leave to
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies,
the papers in the case of Mary A. Sims, H. R. 8286, Sixty-sixth
Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon.

EVENING RUCESS.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the House stand in recess from 6 o'clock to 8 o'clock this
evening.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani-
mous consent that the House stand in recess this evening from
6 o'clock to 8 o'clock. Is there objection?

Mr. RUCKER. Reserving the right to object, has the gentle-
man in mind anything that will require the attention of the
House to-day?

Mr. MONDELL. We have several conference reports, and
we have three contested-election cases. I am not sure that we
will take up any of them this evening, but those are matters
that must be taken up as soon as possible. The business will
be either conference reports or contested-election cases.

Mr. RUCKER. Has the gentleman any information at this
time that any Private Calendar bills will be reached to-day?

Mr. MONDELL. I do not think so. If anything comes on
the Private Calendar, it will be pensions.

Mr. RUCKER. It will not be the Private Calendar that we
had up last Saturday?

Mr. MONDELIL. No.

Mr. RUCKER. I have no objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

CALL OF THE HOUSE.

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr, Speaker, T make the point
that there is no gquorum- present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas makes the
point that there is no gquorum present. It is apparent that
there is no guorum present.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I move a call of the House.

- A call of the House was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the
Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk
will call the roll.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their naomes:

Anthony Elston Krans Riordan
Ayres Ferris Langley Rowan
Bacharach Gandy Lea, Calif, tubey
Baer Gard Lone Banders, La.
Bee Garner McAndrews Sanford
Britten Goodwin, Ark. A[cGlennon Secully
Brumbaugh Graham, Pa. McKiniry Sears
Caldwell reene, b7 Madden mall
Cantrill i Maher Steocle
Case Heamilton Mann, 8, C. Steenerson
Clark, Mo. Harreld Milligan Stiness
Classon Hastings oon Sullivan
Copl Ha Mooney . Thomas
Costello Hawley Mott Tinkham
Crowther Hersman Mudd Towner
Curry, HiN Nolan Vaile
Davey Hudspeth Oldfield are

nt Husted ell enable
Donovan James, Mich, Perlman Walters
Doremus James, Va. Phelan Webster
Doughton Johnson, 8. Dak. Rainey, Welling

nn Johnston, N. Y. Rainey, John W. Whaley
Eagan Kahn amsey Wise
Bagle Kennedy, Iowa andall, Wis, Yates
Ecgnls Kettoer eavis
Edmonds Kitebin Reed, N, X.
Ellsworth Kleezka Riddick

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and twenty-one Members
have answered to their names. A quorum is present.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with fur-
ther proceedings under the call.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming moves to dis-
pense with further proceedings under the call. The question
is on agreeing to that motion.

The motion was agreed to,
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
Mz, SIMS rose.

The SPEAKER. Fer what purpose does the gentleman fromr |

Tennessee rise?

My, SIMS., To ask unanimeus consent that leave of absence
be granted to Judge Moox, my eolleagire; on account of serious
illness, for the remainder of this session.

The SPEARKER. The gentleman fromr Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent that leave of absenee be grauted to his cclleague
[Mr. Moox] for the remainder of this session, om account of
gerious illness. Without objection,; it is so erdered.

There was ne objection.

BUNDRY CIVIL APPRUOPRIATION BILL.

Mr. GOOD, Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. LoNGWoRTIH].

The SPEAKER. The question before the Heouse is t{he con-
ference report on the sundry civil bill, amendment No. €0,
relating to Muscle Shoals. The gentleman from Iewa [Mr
Goop] has 30 minutes and the gentleman frem Tennessee [M®
Byrxs] has 80 minutes. The gentleman from Iowa yields
10 minutes to the gentleman fronmr Ohio [Mr. LoNeworTHL

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr, Speaker and gentlemen, those of us
whe were here last night listening to a diseussion of this sub-
ject were treated to what I regard as the most remarkable
speech I have ever heard delivered on the fleor of this House,
It conveyed—unintentionally, of course, hut nevertheless eon-
veyed—the plain intimation that a great State of this Unien
was purchasable for the sum ef $10,000,000. I resent that inti-
mation in the name of the people of that State.

Mr. SELLS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LONGWORTH. No; I can not yield

Mr, SELLS. The speech made no such impression, nnd had |

no such intention.

Mr., LONGWORTH. I know the gentleman had no such in-
tention, but that'was the plain intimation that we could not help
inferring from that speech.

Mr, SELLS. If the gentleman knows anything about the
English language hre knotrs that statement is not true.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Of course the faet Is not true, becanse
I know why the State of Tennessee joined thie Republican
column im the last election. It was not any guestion of pur~
chase. It was for an idea, and the idea was and the regson
why the State of Tennessee joined the Republican column was
te protest against the wanton waste and extravagance of this
present administration. [Applause.]

I come from a city, gentlemen, which is cormmereially one of
the great gateways to the South, the eity of Cineinmati, the
only city in the world ilmt owns g rdilroad. The people of
Cincinmati own the Cincinnati Sentliern Railway, which con-
necis that eity with the market places of the South. It is to
onr every interest that the South should be developed. It is on
the commercial prosperity of the South thdt our prosperity de-
pends in great part. ¥ will do everything in my power decently
to help the South, but I balk at doing it indecently.

T wish I had mere time than I have to go into the gquestion
of this Musele SBhoals development, but 1 have talked niyself
black in the faee for 10 years agninst this outrageous proposed
expenditure of the public money. I am not geing to speak on
my own authority this morning, I am going to eite the an-
thority of one of the greatest chemic¢al experts in this conntry,
particularly with regard te nitrates. I mean Dr, Charles L.
Parsons, formerly chief chemist of the Buregu of Mines, and
who during the war was the chemical expert, sud particularly
the nitrate expert, for the War Department.

To use his own words as to his gualifieations, Dr. Parsons
in his festimony before the subeommittee on this proposition

stated :

¥ came to Washicgton in 1911 as chief chemist of fhe Dorean of

Mines, and meved to Washingten Hyﬂ'h my fambBy in 1912, 8in I
have handled the Chemieal and neral El‘hﬂﬂl{lﬂ ivision of
Burean of Mines, including the bulldidg of two plants, one for radium
and ome for sodium ville, Va. 1 was selected

Gen. Crozier to look into the nltrogen situatiom for the War H
ment in the summer of 1916, At that time I was trapsferred to the
War Department as their chief chemical engineer for a few months and
gent to Earope to m&tv the” nitrogen situation. me gequainted
withs the chlef leaders in nitrogen work, a ﬁpod many of whom I had
known before, and visited the plants in Norway, Sweden, England,
Franece, and Italy at that time.

He was also n mémber of the inferdepartmental board which
went through the South to fix a Jocation for this proposed
nifrate plant, 5

Now, remember, gentlemen, that this nitrafe plant is proposed
to be operdted to produce nitrdites by the eyanamide process.
What is the cyanamide process? Is it in use in any of the

cyanamide, at
i

[

|

| the last 10 years.
| the fromt door, and I have seem them eomin

leading couniries of the world? Is it the process for the futere?
Here is what Dy, Parsons says about the cyanamide process:

¥ }lhk there is mqﬁsﬁou whatever that the future of the fixatlon
of nitrogen, and I might also say the commercial present, lies in the
direet synthesis of nitrogen and hydregen to form ammonia by what
{8 mormally kmown as the Haber process,

In reply to a guestion of the chairman ag to the eyanamide
process he says:

No plants are belng e anywhere, so far as I am aware. In fget, .
tha nt plants mgu WB " 4 yttv:eir produnetion; I was informed !n:l
Friday that izitu pr y t

he produetion of the cyanamide plants
in Germany this next year would not be over one-gixth fHe production
of last year, and there is ne quesfion—and 1 think ti? is quite erally
admitted—that the cyanamide process is in a condition of obsoleseetice,
and I do not expect te see it operated in any part of the world to any
extent a few years hence, .

And he said that the cyanamide process is a thing of the past,
Why, if we were to undertake to Duild fhis dam and equip (his
plant the plant would be out of date before it ever produced dn

pr

| ounce of nitrafes.

Why was this plant ever sent to Muscle Shoals? Dr. Parsons
was a member of the hoard appointed by the Secretary of War
to look over the couniry and see where a nitrate plant ought to
be established. The chairman, my friend the gentleman frons
Towa [Alr. Goon], asked him—

Why was it that Musele Shoals was selected?

Dy, Parsoxs. I do not Know.

The CHMRMAN, Wae 1t discassed?

g.;. PAREONS, Ohﬁ_yu.

8 CHAIRMAN, ;s it the opinion of the Secretaries fhat that was
the place where should go to manufacturé nifrogen?

De. Parsoxs, It was my understinding that they wered Im favor of

Zoing to North tta - Tenm,
The Cm:mﬁhy%mvy net go there?
Dy, Presoxs. I do_not know'; but every board that N
do with it, go far as [ am awdre, ¥épo against Muscle
The chairman lafer on asked him:

The first boards knew that Sheflield had been selected ag the site?
Dr, Pausoxs, The boards knew nothingrdg:out it at all, Some 10

artmental commitiee, at
surpri
telephone by an officer who jokin

1 k s&d!to e ut Dnhﬁ‘lg
gly as me new where the p
was to be %oﬁt:ﬁ. I told him tint Iedtbmm 1k knew,

E as 1 do.” And I sald, “ 1 think

anything to
oals,

was present, I was very much

and he said,
I know bet-

fer.”  And he said, * Where is it going?" And I said, * Where do you
think? ?t ig going to North Chngc!l:!nooga." And be sald, * It is not;

it i3 going to Muscle Shoals.” And I said, '* Whe sent it there?’ Ile

saild, * There is no higher authority.”

But we aré going te have another higher authority in a very
few days now. [Applause.]

Gentlemen, I have seen this Musele Shoals lobby at work for
I have seen them coming into Congress by
in by the back
door, and the side door, and up the alley. have seen them
come her'e a8 4 pedce proposition #nd as a wiar proposition; and
a8 a4 war proposition I ask you, if water power is necessary to

¢e pitrogen why was this plunt as a war measure put at a
place where by no concelvable possibility could am ounce of
water power be developed for five years?

The farmers of this country have beén entirely baniboozled
abouf this proposition. They hdve been led to bélieve that there
will be some benefit to them. To quote Dr. Parsons again, he
sdys:

I am in most hearty sympathy with the desire of the farmer and the
War Ebpartment to fill mmmﬂ of the American people for as large
an amount of nitrogem and nitrogenous fertilizer as we cfin possibly
make and for obtaining those nlniogenous materials at as low a price
as it ie ible to make them. belleve, however, that the farmers’
organizationd are very seriously decelving ves as to the outcome
of this propogition, To m‘}f mind, both od!‘m;n the standpoint of a4 war
regerve and from the standpolnt ef producing cheap fertflizer for tha
farmer, nothing worse could be done than to operate this plant at
Muscle Shoals.

The CHAMRMAN, Why?

Dr. Parsoss, In the first place, they will find that Instead of gptlt!’:ig
inereased fertilimers that the plant will have to be continnally subsi-
dized from the United States Treasnry te keep It golng; It will cost
considerably more, in ﬁ'&pinmn. thau the present commereial price of
ﬁm um sulphate, eg that, it will bave a very ?nmt retarding

eet on the development of the American nitrogen imdustry, The
G plants are owned and operated by private capltal. The cyan-
amide plants and, to n certain extent, I think, the Haber plants during
the war were asSisted Dy the German Government, but they are all back
now undeér the nifrogen syndicate, in which, of course, the Government
has a voiee on tb\zI bo. of directors, but nevertheless they are private
institutions, If that plant s operated at Munscle Bhoals it will greatly
tend to stop the development of the nitrogen industry in this country,
which this cowntry greatly needs, the same as all other countries,
There is ‘:]30 other country outside of the United States which for a
moment thinks ef forming an immense Government nitrogen monopoly,
to which this would Incvitalily ledad.

Notw, it does not make any difference whether they expend
£10,000,000 for the dam or $12,500,000 to equlp the plant. The

J two things are the same. They are both entering wedges for

the expenditure of one-quarfer of a billion dollars of the
people’s lnoue¥hto furnish cheap water power for a few select
individuals, at is all this thing amounts to. [Applause.]
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They tell you that you have got to run this plant; that you
must not let it die. Let me read from the testimony of the man
who built the plant, Col. Wagner. He testified at the hearings:

The plant could be kept In a stand-by condition, and I am pertec{tllv
willing to leave that to the unbiased ndg;nent of any board of engi-

neers that down there that it could kept in a good and better
condition if kept in a stand-by condition than by being run,

I tell you, gentlemen, there is no excuse for this outrageous
expenditure of the public money. Let us not in these closing
days of Congress become parties to this conspiracy of pelf. Let
us throttle this plunderbund. [Applause.]

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SaiTH].

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of
the House, for a number of years I have been interested in agri-
culture and have personally backed up that industry in a small
way. I am not willing to concede that the farmers of this
country are entirely gullible, as might be inferred from some
of the statements made here.

Another thing: Whenever any good citizen of my country
comes to talk to or ask me a question about any project pending
in Congress, I have always been willing that he should do so.
I am not complaining because these men come here and ask
Congress to develop this power. I am for the power, and I
should deem it a calamity, just as Col. Cooper, one of the great-
est hydroengineers in our land, said, that it would be a na-
tional ealamity not to develop this power. Would you destroy
the power of Niagara Falls if you could. The gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Dewarr] said yesterday that this is a bigger
power than Niagara Falls on the American side. The whole
Tennessee River is involved ; it will produce 550,000 horsepower,
which is worth $25 a horsepower per annum,

" Mr. MAcGREGOR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; I can not yield.

Mr. MAcGREGOR. I want to correct the gentleman that it
is bigger than Niagara Falls,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am not for abandoning this project.

The Government has $110,000,000 already spent on this
power dam, and the men and machinery and the organization
are now working on it

It will cost when completed $130,000,000.

It will make a power of 550,000 horsepower, and larger than
the Niagara on the American side.

Some say it will never be used to make nitrate.

All right.

The farmers need plows, drags, rollers, drills, and automo-
biles, They need shoes and clothing. Homes need lighting;
streets, schools, churches need lighting. It can furnish power
for 200 miles both south, east, and west. Industry is waiting
and will use every ounce of energy. Buffalo never sees a dark
night because of Niagara. This will light and furnish power
for Birmingham, Chattanooga, Memphis, and Nashville. Five
hundred and fifty thousand horsepower at $25 a horsepower
would yield $13,750,000, which would be 10 per cent on $137,-
000,000, the cost of the dam. It would do the work of an
army of men. Look at what Niagara does and this would du-
plicate that on the Amarican side.

It is said let us wait until we determine on a policy. If any
policy is determined upon it is one of harnessing up our water
powers and setting them to work. There will always be
enough for it to do, and it costs no more running water through
the wheels than it does to flow down the stream. By the addi-
tional expenditure we harness the great Tennessee River and
set it to work.

Some only object because of the condition of the Public Treas-
ury. Very well. I am for protecting that and avoiding waste.
If we want to help out the Treasury and the people, let us fund
onr foreign loan of £10,000,000,000 into bonds and put into the
Treasury to be used, sold, or disposed of as will best suit our
needs, and the needs of the public. What are we doing about
collecting or funding our foreign debt and helping the Treas-
ury? Nothing but taxing the people. Let us help the Treasury
out and not commit this great waste in the name of the
Treasury.

If it is not paternalism to build the great dams all over the
West for irrigation purposes then this is not paternalism. If
it is not paternalism to ask $500,000,000 for reclamation proj-
ects, then this is not paternalism. Lincoln said he was in
favor of internal improvements. Here is one of the Dbest.
Whatever benefits one section of the country benefits all. Here
we have a power we are told greater than that of Niagara on
the American side in the heart of our country. Its energy for
industry can be carried 200 miles in every direction. It is of
inestimable value, and let us not scrap it

We spend $40,000,000, or quite that amount for one battle-
ship. In time of peace it is of small value and no revenue.
This power plant costing the same to complete, in time of peace
will be of immense value, and both battleship and power plant
are needed in time of war. I am for the batfleship, and I am
for the power plant. [Applause.]

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield three min-
utes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr., Arumox].

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, early
in the year 1916 in the preparation of the national defense, or
preparedness, act, through the influence of the officials of the
War Department and the organization of farmers throughout
the country, section 124, known as the nitrate section, was
incorporated. It directed the President to locate and build one
or more air nitrate plants to be operated by steam or water
power, one or both.

After a long and careful Investigation through commissions,
plant No. 1, using the synthetie process, was located at Sheflield,
Ala. It was this small plant that some one recommended should
He located at Chattanooga, Tenn. Plant No. 2, using the
cyanamide process, was located at Muscle Shoals, They were
built for a twofold purpose—for the manufacture of munitions
in time of war and to make fertilizer in time of peace. Such
was the express direction of Congress. Plant No. 2, at Muscle
Shoals, is the largest and best air nitrogen plant in the world.
It was finished just as the war ended and was 100 per cent
in peint of quality and production, as demonstrated by Govern-
ment ‘tests, and its location was wise and proper. At Musecle
Shoals is the greatest water power east of the Mississippi River,
except Niagara, and more power is being developed there by
the Wilson Dam than at Niagara on the American side.

All the raw material such as limestone rock, coal, coke, and
phosphate rock are in close proximity and in inexhaustible
quantities; climatic conditions could not be better; within
the safety zone recommended by the War Department; in the
central part of the country using the greatest guantity of
fertilizer; the very best transportation facilities, both by rail
and water, to all the markets of the world.

In the face of all of this the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
LoxaworTH] continues to criticize the location and the eyanam-
ide process, It is strange that he and Dr. Parsons should con-
tinue to discredit the cyanamide process in the face of its great
success in practically every country in the world, and the fur-
ther fact that there were 14 cyanamide plants before the war
and that there are now 35. Dr. Parsons admits that he is con-
nected with a company which is proposing or undertaking to
develop the Haber process.

The operation of the plant at Muscle Shoals is necessary to
increase the supply of fertilizer and give the farmers a cheaper
and better grade. It is also necessary in order to preserve the
plant for war purposes. To put it in a stand-by condition it
would rust out and be of little value, besides the cost of guard-
ing and keeping it in repair to preserve it for munition pur-
poses would probably cost a half million dollars a year. Its
economic value is dependent upon the dam and the development
of the cheap water power. The dam is more than one-third
complete. There are more than 4,000 men at work there now
pouring nearly 2,000 cubic yards of concrete a day, all of whom
will be thrown out of employment in a short time if this appro-
priation is not made. Seventeen million dollars has been spent
on the dam, all of which will be lost if not completed. To close
down the work for 12 months would result in a damage to the
Government in the sum of $4,500,000. It will develop 530,000
horsepower, 80,000 of which can be used for the operation of
the plant to make fertilizer and the balance sold or leased to
the public under Government regulations for enough to pay 5
per cent on the cost of the dam and an additional amount suffi-
cient to cover maintenance and operation charges, supplying an
area of 60,000 square miles, embracing a part of seven States.
Besides, it will remove all obstructions to navigation for 18 miles -
over the worst part of the Musecle Shoals section of the river.
Four million five hundred thousand dollars could be charged oftf
to navigation. Dams Nos, 1 and 3, recommended by the engi-
neers, are navigation dams and are in no way connected with
the question now before the House. The estimates first made
on these dams which have been referred to were made about 10
years ago under prewar conditions. The estimate of $25,000.000
made by Col. Brown one year ago contemplated the installation
of 100,000 horsepower. Col. Hugh L. Cooper, who built the
Keokuk Dam, and is the greatest hydraulic engineer in the

‘United States, stakes his reputation as a_hydraulic engineer

that $50,000,000 will be the outside limit Tor the cost of the
locks and dams and full installation of 550,000 horsepower. So
it is safe for Congress to assume that when this appropriation
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is- made it will never be called on agnin to appropriate more
than from $18,000,000 to $23,000,000;

The War Department has $25,000,000 worth of Chilean nitrate.
in reserve and says that one-half of this amount is all that is
necessary if. plant No, 2.is in operation and could be converted
at once into the manufacture of nitrogen for explosives, in the
event of a military emergency, and recommends that $12,500,000
worth of the nitrogen in reserve be sold to secure the funds
necessary to build the ammonium sulphate plant and provide
operating capital for the operation of plant No. 2. The testi-
mony of nitrogen experts and the Government tesis show that
with the cheap water power fertilizer can be produced at plant
No., 2 at almost one-half of what it now cosis. The Chilean
nitrate commission, with headgquarters in Great Britain, fix the

ce of sodium nitrate, and the price of ammonium sulphate

rom by-product coke ovens is usually about the same as sodium
nitrate in proportion to nitrogen contents. Some opne has said
that the farmers are deceiving themselves in what they expect
fram the operation of this plant for fertilizer purposes. Able
and experienced representatives of all of the farmers" organiza-
tions have not only visited and examined this plant but have
carefully’ studied the fertilizer problem from every viewpoint
and are of one accord in asking Congress to complete the dam
and operate the plant. Confidently believing that it will relieve
them from the burdens of the Chilean monopoly, they are
waiting with great anxiety to see If Congress will give them this
much needed relief. How can any Member explain a vote
against this measure which promises such great relief to the
farmers who have been so hard hit recently in the slump in
price of farm products? I discussed this question at length |
when it was before: the House the Ist of January, and time will
not admit of further diseussion at this time.

I appeal to my colleagues wlho represent city districts as well |
| this great enterprise,

as those who represent rural districts to vote for this appro-
priation, for farmers, or rather the products from the farms,
build, support, and sustain the cities; If the fertility of the
soil is exhausted and the lands cease to produce the cities will
he depopulated and the streets grow up in grass,

. I have too much confidence in the good judgment of the
Members of this Hounse to believe that this amendment will
not receive enough: votes to secure its adoption. It is the most
important guestion that has been before the House for a long
time. The future usefulness of the greatest Government project
is dependent upon your vote to-day. Please permit me to
appeal to you in behalf of preparedness and in behalf of agri-
culture to support this proposed appropriation, and continue the
constrnetion of this: wonderful and most important develop-
ment to completion. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

Mr, BYRNS of Tennessee. Mpr. Speaker, I yield three minutes
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr, CoNNALLY],

Mr. CONNALLY, Mr, Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
nature has been so generous to my district that it does not use
a pound of fertilizer., One of my chief reasons for favoring
this project is based upon its value as an instrument of national
defense. I call the attention of the House to the fact that in
1916 provision was made in the national defense act to es:
tablish this project as a military measure. For the present
flscal year this  Government is experding $050,000,000 on an
Army and a Navy; $450,000,000 annually for an Army, to do
what? To fight? Noj; not to fight, because there is no prospect
of war now. But we are spending $450,000,000 to have an Army
to fight when it may be necessary to fight. We are spending
§450,000,000 annually for a Navy, to do what? To attack other
nations or to fight? No. We are spending that amount of
money to have a Navy to fight whenever it may become neces-
sary to fight. If it was necessary in 1916, before our entry into
the World War, to provide a nitrate plant for war purposes and
war needs, is it not wise now, when our experience is yet fresh
in our memories, to keep that plant for future war purposes
and for purposes of nationul defense? Oh, but gentlemen say,
“we do not want the Government to engage in the manufacture
and’sale of power,” If you are to maintain this plant as a war
proposition, is it any argument against its value that in time of
peace it may be usefully employed and thereby contribute to its
own maintenance? Would if be any argument against the wis-
dom or economy of providing and maintaining an Army if every
man in the Army during peace times should turn his activities
to the production of something that would be for the well-being:
and for the upkeep of the Army?

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas hns
expired.

Mr, BYRINS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes
more to the gentleman,

‘irrigation and other projects.

Mr. CONNALLY. Would it be-any argument against the
maintenance.of the Navy if in thme of peace it were possible to
utilize that Navy in the carrying of the commerce of the world
or in carrying the mails? Gentlemen of the House, if we can
maintain this: great agency of national defense- and’ usefully
employ it in time of peace for the manufacture of nitrates, for
fertilizer, or for the manufacture of power to be distributed
over a wide area; will it not to a large extent contribute to the
economy of its upkeep and at the same time prove a useful
agency for the publie welfare when the neeessities of war may
require?

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Loxcworrn] loudly declaimed
against the proposition of carrying this item for the purpose of
navigation or for the purpose of nitrates for fertilizer or for
the purpose of water power. In that connection the gentleman
adverted to the fact that he lives in Cincinnati. He seems to
forget that at his: city’s.feet there flows the Ohio- River, upon:
the locks and dams of which, constructed for only: one purpose,
that of navigation, dissociated from power, disseciated from the
manufacture of nitrates, this Government has already expended
$00,000,000 out of its Treasury. [Applause.] I do not be-
grudge the gentleman that expenditure. I am in favor of im-
proving the waterways of this Nation wherever they may be,
wherever it is practicable, and wherever their improvement will
contribute to the welfare of the whole Nation, and I am in this
particular in favor of this project, because it will be a great
national asset, because in time of war it will supply the ex-
plosives for the engines of war and in peace it will furnish the
nitrates for fertilizer to replenish and renew the fertility of our
farms and fields, and incidentally it will make available for
navigation and power purposes the Tennessee River, and thereby
provide forits maintenance and upkeep, and by the expenditure
of'$10,000,000 we shall save the $110,000,000 already invested in
[Applause.]

Mr: GOOD, Mr. Speaker, I' yleld three minutes to the gentle-
man from. Wyoming [Mr. MoxpELL].

Mr, MONDELL., M, Speaker, from whatever standpoint we

| view the situation now before us, whether it be from the stand-
. point of the manufacture of fertilizer or from the standpoint of

the development of navigation or of the development of power;

'after a eareful consideration of all the evidenee that has been

presented, I am of opinion that we are not justified in making
further investment at this time, I do not say that we may not
further develop this enterprise, but I do say, and I do say it
without fear of suecessful contradietion on the part of any man:
who has carefully read all of the testimony, that as matters
now stand we- are not justified in investing another penny in

| this' enterprise or-these enterprises without a further thorough

and eareful consideration of the matter from every standpoint.
A new administration is about to take charge of the affairs of
Government, a new administration charged with great respon-
sibility, and that new administration should be left free to say
whetlier or no, after careful investigation and consideration,
there is merit in these enterprises; and if so, along what lines
and to what extent we are justified in going further with them.

This is an effort under pressure to pledge the Congress to an
expenditure, of doubtful value to the Nation, not of $10,000,000
but of anywhere from $50,000,000 to $108,000,000, and after all
the eriticism we have made of the unwise expendltures of publie
moneys since the war began, after all oft the charges we have
made against the administration for its wasteful misuse of the
public money, we are not justified, any of us, in going forward
with these enterprises without giving further and careful con-
sideration of every fact and feature of them. If the Congress
shall now vote this $10,000,000, which means the ultimate in-
vestment of from $30,000,000 to $100,000,000 in questionable
und then I know of no demand that anyone can or
is likely to make on the Congress that we can logically or con-
sistently turn down. [Applause.]

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessce. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes
to. the gentleman from Illineis [Mr. Maxx] or more if he
desires.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, of course, you can get
experts to testify on uns side of any subject, but after having
carefully in mind the discussions which have faken place in
this House and in the other body, after having in mind the
hearings and the testitnony which has been printed, I venture
to say that thiz plant, if completed, can be operated to manu-
facture cheaply and profitably nitrates for the Dbenefit of the
farmers of the country.

We are appropriating hundreds of millions of dellars for the
Army, hundreds of millions of dollars for the Navy, hundreds

of millions of dollars for the merchant marine, many mtllion

dollars for increasing the tillable area of this XNation through
I believe we can afford to ap-
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propriate the money necessary to complete this plant which
will give the farmers an opportunity to increase the pro-
ductivity of the soil and the size of their crops. They work
early and they work late that we may have the raw materials
of our foods and of our clothes. Here is an opportunity rea-
sonably to carry on a plant which will give plenty in time of
peace and powder in time of war [applause], and in my judg-
ment we will make a great mistake if we turn back on this
great enterprise. [Applause.]

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr., Speaker [applause], how
much time have 17

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 14 minutes.

-Mr, BYRNS of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the
House, I wish to concur in what was said by my friend and
colleague from Tennessee [Mr. Serrs] in his very eloquent
speech of last night, and also in what was said by the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DEwart], that this is in no sense
a sectional question, nor should it be regarded by anyone in this
House as a partisan question. I have been a Member of this
House for 12 years. I have voted upon frequent occasions for
the reclamation of the great arid West; I have voted for mil-
lions of dollars for the improving of rivers and harbors in the
North, in the East, and all over this great country of ours, and
I have never stopped for one minute to consider the section
in which the money was to be expended, because I believe, as
Members of this House, acting upon our oaths and obligations,
we should vote for the best interests of the entire country, and
that whatever benefits one section of the country benefits the
whole country. I am not going to insult the intelligence and
patriotism of you gentlemen upon the Republican side of the
Chamber by assuming in advance that you are going to be
actuated by any partisan or any sectional motives in the con-
sideration of this proposition. Now, what have you here? Dur-
ing the war and as a war emergency there was spent at Muscle
Shoals $69,000,000 in the erection of a cyanamid plant—plant
No. 2. Everyone agrees that that plant was properly located.
Why, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoNeworTH] undertook to
criticize the action of the President in placing this plant at
Muscle Shoals, and he quoted from Dr. Parsons. I ask you
to read the record, for I speak from the record. I say that the
testimony of Dr. Parsons does not substantiate the statement
made by the gentleman from Ohio.

Dr. Parsons said the board to which he referred was con-
sidering the construction of a small Haber process plant, a
plant which would not require water power, and because this
plant was one requiring steam power they considered the loca-
tion of a small plant at Chattanooga. But later on, when it
became necessary to construct a great cyanamid plant for muni-
tion purposes, in order that our soldiers might be given the
shot and shell necessary to win this war, this plant was located
at Muscle Shoals, where there is possibly the greatest possi-
bility of power development in this country. This plant re-
quires hydroelectric power, and Dr. Parsons said he had no
criticism of the location of the cyanamid plant at Muscle
Shoals. Now, we have expended $69,000,000 there. Everyone
agrees, Dr. Parsons included, that the plant should be main-
tained as a war emergency, because we all know that in the
event war shall come, if we are dependent entirely, as we were
at the beginning of this war, upon Chilean nitrate, we would
be at the mercy of any powerful enemy. Why, they talk about
paternalism! Everyone agrees that this plant should be main-
tained as a war emergency, and we insist that as an incident
thereto, for the purpose of saving the money already invested
in that plant, some action should be taken toward main-
taining it, and that it should be utilized in a manner that will
prove of most benefit to the most people. Now, Col. Cooper has
been spoken of. You all know Col. Cooper, one of the most emi-
nent and distinguished hydraulic engineers in the United States.
He stated he had not a dollar's interest in this concern. He is
getting no salary for his splendid services to his Government,
and he stated it would be a godsend to him, so far as his own
personal business was concerned, if the Government should
cease the construction of the dam and let him go about his own
private business. But he told the Congress and told the coun-
try in his hearing before the committee that it would be a
national ealamity if Congress refused to appropriate the money
necessary to complete that dam. He stated that he could not
conceive that Congress would be so foolish as to refuse to make
the appropriation necessary to complete it.

It is true that he said that he did not believe in the Govern-
ment manufacturing nitrate at Muscle Shoals. He sald he did
not believe in the Government going into private business,
and as an original proposition, that is a perfectly sound posi-
tion. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Huir] read to you his
statement that he believed In the marketing of the power at the

place where it is created to industries and for the purpose of
building up industries in the country and in that section, com-
prising seven States and an area of 00,000 square miles. He
further stated that if the Government did not complete this
dam, there would be little if any future water-power develop-
ment in the South.

Col, Cooper stated distinetly that he was not an expert on
fertilizer, and he declined to express an opinion on it. It is true
that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop], in his anxiety to get
from the witness something to defeat this proposition which
we propose in the interest of the farmers and the industries of
this country, undertook to put in his mouth a certain state of
facts in the form of a question. But here is what he said when
given an opportunity to express himself. Let me read it to you:

The question has been raised as to whether or not this plant was
not usable for fertilizer, I am not a fertilizer expert, and I do not
want to go into that side of it, but I would say this as to fertilizer :
When you have something to sell or to lease you have a fine chance
with competition as between the private fertilizer companies on tne
one hand and the power consumers on the other represented by the
public utilities, and you have these two competing with one another as
to which is the best thing for the greater number,

Col. Cooper staked his reputation upon the fact that this
dam would never cost, even at the present high cost of labor
and material, more than $50,000,000. He staked his reputation,
as he stated in the hearings, on the fact that if it i: constructed
and this power is sold there would be no guestion as to the de-
mand for it, and it would bring in a net return to the United
States Government upon the $50,000,000 expended on the dam
of 3.58 per cent interest on the investment in the first year
of its operation, and at the end of 10 years there would be a net
return to the United States Government of 5 per cent upon
every dollar placed in that dam. And in that statement he
said that he had very liberally charged off 5 per cent for de-
preciation. In other words, he shows in his letter printed here
in the hearings that there would be a 10 per cent gross return
upon every dollar invested in that dam. 3

You have expended $17,000,000 already in the construction of
that dam. What are you going to do with it? Are you going
to tell the American people, whom you are here to represent,
that you are going to absolutely waste every dollar expended
in that dam because, as intimated by the gentleman from Ohijo,
you do not like the section or place in which it was located?
Are you going to tell the American people that you will throw
away that money in the face of the fact that Col. Cooper, who
has no. interest in it, tells you that by the expenditure of
$33,000,000 more you can bring a return of 5 per cent on the
investment and save the amount already invested, and build up
the industries of the country? Col. Cooper says that if this
work is not continued, if it is not constructed now, it will never
be constructed, and the United States Government will never
recover one dollar of the $17,000,000 that has already been
expended.

Why, the gentleman from Iilinois [Mr. Gramaam] said that it
would destroy the navigability of the river. I do not suppose
there is another man in this House or anywhere who has ever
looked at the hearings who would make a statement of that
kind. It is perfectly foolish to make that statement. They have
navigation there now of only 5 feet by a eanal which was con-
structed 50 years ago and is not adapted to modern boats and
modern methods of transportation. It is true that if you want
to complete the navigation at Muscle Shoals you have got to
construct more dams, but that is for the future consideration of
Congress,

I want to talk to you a moment on the subject of nitrates.
Much has been said here to the effect that this plant will not
be adapted to the manufacture of nifrates for fertilizer pur-
poses. Dr. Parsons, at present employed by a Flaber process
plant now in process of construction and who appears more as
an advocate than a witness, tells you it can not be done be-
cause this is a eyanamide plant. It would, of course, come in
competition with the Atmospheric Air Nitrogen Co., by whom
he is employed, and he can hardly be called an unbiased witness.
Gentlemen have gotten upon this floor who never had a hoe
in their hands in their lives, gentlemen have gotten upon this
floor who were never between the handles of a plow, and have
undertaken to solemnly tell you and the farmers of this country
that this does not mean anything for their benefit. Gentlemen,
I would rather take the word of the farmers of this country.
Do not believe for a moment that they are entirely gullible,
Do not believe that they do not know what is for their interest.
Their representatives, representing millions of farmers, came
before the committee, and what did they tell us? They told
us it was distinetly in the interest of the farmer. They asked
for it because they said they believed with the use of this
secondary power, not the primary power, which will be sold,
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nitrates could be manufactured there that would benefit the
farming interests of the entire country.

What is the condition in regard to nitrogen? During a con-
versation with Mr. Mann a short while ago, brother of our
distinguished colleague and the very able Representative on the
floor of this House, he told me—and there is no better informed
agricultural expert in the United States—that there had been
a 50 per cent depreciation in the soils of this country by the
constant reduction of nitrogen due to cultivation. Take the
State of Iowa, where the production of corn has decreased from
50 bushels to 37, due to the fact that every year they are taking
nitrogen from the soil and failing to put it back. Go to the
State of Illinois, and there the production is reduced from 50
to 34, and to Ohig, where the production has been reduced from
50 to 25. This is a proposition to enable the farmer, if possi-
ble, to develop a means by which we can add to the nitrate
production of this country and give back to the soil some of
that nitrogen we are annually taking from it. I would rather
trust Mr. Mann and the farmers of this country to know what
is to their interest as to the solution of the problem of increas-
ing production than to trust these gentlemen who have no actual
knowledge and experience on the subject.

I was handed a statement that was published in the Wash-
ington Post of September 2, 1920, relating to the produnetion of
nitrogen in Germany. What do they say?

The German Government has released 50,000 tons of nitrogen made
from the air for exportation at once, export duty free, to America.

Remember they use the cyanamide as well as the Haber
process there, and this means at least 250,000 tons of ammonium
sulphate or fertilizer, It says, further:

This information was received yesterday by the Bureau of Foreign
and Domestic Commerce.

The German Government hopes, it was stated, that sale of this
nitrogen will help raise the rate of German exchange In spite of high
prices and heavy taxes, deposits in German saving banks are Increasing.

Gentlemen, it is a question with you as to whether or not you
will stand in this vote for the interest of the American farmer
and in the interest of the consumers of this country, who want
to see our production increased, or whether you are going to
stand for the German farmer and in the interest of the German
manufacturer of nitrogen and the Fertilizer Trust of this coun-
try, which has conducted such a powerful lobby against this
appropriation. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee
has expired.

Mr. GOOD, Mr. Speaker, a great power development can be
made in the Tennessee River. There is no question about that.
But I protest that the power development intended for the Ala-
bama Power Co. shall not be brought before this House and
voted for in the name of the American farmer. [Applause.]

It is admitted that the primary horsepower on the Tennessee
River is somewhere between 85,000 and 100,000 per annum. The
primary horsepower is the constant power throughout the year.
It is not proposed to use any of the primary horsepower for the
manufacture of nitrates. Mr. Bower, of the American Farm
Union, who came before the committee, testified that that
power would cost too much, that that power was worth 4.4 mills
per kilowatt hour, and that it was necessary to have cheaper
power to manufacture fertilizer; and that inasmuch as Col.
Cooper had estimated that the secondary power ran from
nothing up to 400,000 horsepower in time of flood, they would
use the first 80,000 horsepower of the secondary horsepower at
Col. Cooper's estimate at 1.2 mills per kilowatt hour, and make
fertilizer.

Col. Cooper said that after 10 years by the sale of all of the
primary and secoundary power developed this plant would bring
in enough to pay operating expenses, depreciation, and obso-
lescence, and leave a 5 per cent return on the money invested.

But he made it plain that result depended upon the sale of
the secondary power at 1.2 mills per kilowatt hour. Mr. Bower
said that they must have the first 80,000 horsepower, mind yon,
of the secondary power; not the last 80,000 horsepower of the
secondary power, but of the first. The fact is, if you take 80,000
horsepower of the first of the secondary power, it is worth
almost as much asg the primary power. And yet the first 80,000
horsepower of the secondary power will only permit that
plant to be run for eight months in the year during years of
light rainfall, and consequent low water, and when Mr. Bower
was asked what he would do with the 2,500 men that would
be engaged in manufacturing fertilizer for the four months
when there was no power, he said, “I would pay them their
wages and keep them there.” Of course, it would be necessary
to do this, otherwise you would not have the men to run the
plant when you did have water.

At present it is costing the War Department $3.60 a day
per man, and they have several thousand employed. That,
multiplied by 2,500, will total $9,000 a day for idle men.
Multiply it by four months, and you will have $1,080,000, which
must be charged somewhere to idleness. And if you add that
to the cost of the maximum of production of fertilizer you add
at once $5 a ton to that production.

More than that, nothing has been said here in regard to the
vast quantity of sludge produced in the manufacture of 220,000
tons of fertilizer. To manufacture 220,000 tons of fertilizer
per year will produce, according to the statement made by all
of the experts, 1,500 tons of sludge per day, or 450,000 tons of
sludge every year. What do you think they propose to do with
it? There is not a cent, not anything, in this estimated cost
of producing fertilizer for removing the sludge. What do yon
think they propose to do with it? They propose to dump it
into the river; 3,000 cubic yards per year; and then the next
thing you would have them come here before Congress with an
estimate for millions of dollars for removing the sludge out of
Tennessee River. Now, we have some lowlands about 3 miles
away from the plant. You can haul about three or four loads
a day. A cubie yard of this sludge, which is something like
sand, would be all that a man counld haul. It would take 400
teams to haul away the sludge alone, and this would add an-
other $5 per ton for the fertilizer produced. If you are going
to estimate what it will cost to produce fertilizer, you must
include all the elements of production.

Oh, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, MAxN] smiles, but he
does not smile, or will not, when I remind him this estimate can
not be as far off as some of the War Department’s estimates
with regard to this dam. Back only six years ago the War
Department, which is now building this dam, made an estimate,
and they estimated that Dam No. 1 would cost $57,000. That
is Dam No. 1. In 1920 it estimated it would cost $2,450,600 ; and
when asked to-day what it would cost they say, “ We do not
know.” Dam No. 2 was first estimated, six years ago, to cost
about $12,500,000, in the Burgess report, which is found in
House Document 1262, Sixty-fourth Congress, first session.
That was the estimate of the War Department, and the details
are there. Then last year, before the Graham committee, Col.
Brown, representing the War Department, said that Dam No. 2
would cost $23,800,000; and now to-day this same War Depart-
ment, after having spent $17,000,000 down there in building the
dam, say it will eost $60,000,000.

But that is not all. They propose to build Dam No. 8 also.
That was originally estimated, six years ago, to cost $5,200,000.
Last year it was estimated at $12,033,000, and now they say
they do not know how much it will cost.

Oh, they say, *“ This is a good thing,” that it will be a wonder-
ful investment for the United States, ILet us see'if it will. Take
the testimony of Col. Cooper, upon whom the proponents rely.
Col. Cooper is one of the great hydraulic engineers of this coun-
try. He built the Keokuk Dam. He raised the money to build
it. He is a money-maker, and is looking for good investments
of this character for his large clientele. The testimony shows
that Col. Cooper can raise money. He admits it. Now, let us
see what he says about this dam. He was asked this question—
on page 59 of the hearings I asked if he would take the dam
and complete if if the Government would turn it over to him
after spending $17,000,000, and he said, “No, sir.,” I then
asked him this question: “ Suppose we should say we will put
in $17,000,000 more, then would you take it?” His answer was,
“No, sir.” [Applause.] Wonderful investment, this Wilson
Dam. Why, think of it! One of the best engineers in the world,
the engineer the proponents are relying upon, says before the
committee that if Congress will spend $34,000,000 in building
this dam he would not take it as a gift and complete it and
operate it! Now, if Col. Cooper does not want that kind of an
investment, the 105,000,000 taxpayers all over this land do not
want it. They would rather lose what is gone and stop than
to send more good money after what is lost. [Applause.]

The gentleman from Tennessce [Mr. Srrrs] misinterprets, I
am afraid, the motive that cause that great people of Tennessece
to sweep the Ilepublican Party into power in that State.

Oh, the people of Tennessee, living there, and where they
could see the $90,000,000 wasted down at Old Hickory, and
$70,000,000 in a nitrate plant at Muscle Shoeals, and $17,000,000
more on the Wilson Dam knew what the issues were last No-
vember. These good people living in the very shadow of these
monuments to the colossal failure, the colossdl and unthinkable
waste and extravagance, living, I say, in the shadow of this
monument to the administration of Woodrow Wilson, seeing
that said, “ we have had enough of this and we are sick of it,”
and they expect us to act differently toward the taxpayers,
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amnd we are going to do it. [Applause.] If it is going to cost
$63,000,000 to hold Tennessee in the Republican eolumn I do not
think that this side of the House is fer it. The cost is too
great.

Mr, BYRNS of Tennessee. Where does the gentleman get his
authority for the statement that it will cost §65,000,0007

Mr. GOOD. I wonder if the Pemoeratic side of the House
are willing to expend $65,000,000 out of the Treasury to kecp
the Republican Party in power in Tennessee? If go, how much
do you want to spend out of the Treasury to put the Republicans
in power down in South Careling, and how much will it cost
out of the Treasury of the United States to carry Texas and
keep it in the Republican column?  [Laughter.] Ob, no; we
are not treating the Treasury in that way. We believe in
keeping campaign expenses down, and we do not believe in pay-
ing a dollar of them out of the Treasury of the United States.
Yet yon are going fo vote to spend $10,000,000 more now and
ieve';-‘l::glly $65,000,000 to keep the Republican Party in power

n

Mr. MADD]:.N Will the gentleman yiehl for a gquestion?

Afr, GOOD. No; I regret I can noi.

The SPEAKER. The genitleman declines to yield.

Mr. GOOD. I bave said that they propose to use the first
80.000 horsepower of the secondary power to manufacture
nitrates. Let us see what €ol. Cooper said about that. On page
77 of the hearings this question and answer appear‘

The CBAHHIAN Mr. Cooper, the they must have

nitrate peo
the first 80,000 horsepower of secondary powar 1 n was fol-
lowed, what effect would this have on your csum;:tzd ear from sec~

ondary wer 7

Mr. ﬁ% Such a first use of 80,000 horsepower seconda Wer
would defeat my The first 80,008 horsepower s?cogodu:
slightl L{ over 10 monms

- year:
wlth e last 80, hompmmt of secondary power.
horsepower of secondary power will produce an average of only 172,-
QP%O e ts:r:att hours rnor an tﬂerm ne.r‘iog of oéhmt;:nth.s t1'.»er Eeu.

we e good for 10 mon er year w at leas
m kilowatt than 'llll:! kilowa power tha?el:

tent more per same tt-hour
for 4 months per year.\ I feel quito certain that the taking awa,

rom_ the seconda ﬁca,pa.c!ty my plan now before you o
the Orst 448, 000 kllmr hours per annum would be taking off so
much o shummanmmnkethe remaining skim

milk nut ww:th building transmission lines for

In other words, if you permit this nltrat&pmduction scheme
to go through, then your power plant falls to the ground, and
Mr. Bowen, the farmer's friend, says you can not make the
manufacture of fertilizer a success except that you first make
the power plant a success by the sale of power to the munici-
palities and the industiries. Hence it matters not which horn
of tlie- dilemma you take you cam not use the power for the
successful manufacture of fertilizer.

I agree with Col. Cooper that there are great power possibili-
ties there, although the stream is erratic. But, my friends, if
you vote for this, forget at once all about mnitrate. You will
never manufacture nitrates for the farmer at this plant. Why,
do you know that you have not a plant there with which you
can manufacture nitrate for the farmer? You have to build &
new plant. The plant there was built by the American Cyana-
mid Co., and they manufacture eyanamid and ammonium ni-
trate and not ammoninm sulphate; and ammonium sulphate is
the only commercial fertilizer that can be produced that will
have anything like general use by the farmer. That is in the
testimony. Everybody admits that. They propose now  to
shove in another bill before this House, already passed by the
Senate, carrying $12,500,000, to be used in the manufacture of
fertilizer at Musele Shoals. Of that amount, it is proposed that
the losses will be $3,000,000 for the first year in manufacturing
fertilizer, and you are going to be called wpon to vote for that
very proposition if you agree to this,

Now, I have said that the Alabama Power Co. is interested.
Mr. Cooper says that he would sell this power at the plant, at
the place of production. Whose wires are at the place of pro-
duction? The wires of the Alabama Power Co. and no one else,
Let me quote again from the report of the War Depa.rtment s
found in the Burgess report:

The work aecomplished in the
Lock 12 on the Coosa River &
tages of such coopera

He Is referring to Government cooperation.

And also makes the Alnbmns Fowt? Co. the logiea.l nl:ui. in fact, the
only company cupnble of buildl ng ]f o use the
power which may be twelopncl usele Slmal.s

With tha m already owned anﬁ dwelo]}ed.Ps.nﬂ the territory c:g;-

ast four years in connection with
as a great example of the advan-

erod b lssion llm of the Al 'ower Co., none of
eystems. of the Nurth East ean cconomlically, ¢

wmmut dupnmtlon of inw be tled into Husc.lo Shoals. nmi h.nvo
the from. the combination

orehfu;‘hglfsr!::als and the Xlabuna Power
What is the Alabama Power Co.? Poor’s Manual gives the
Alabama Power (o., incorporated January 5, 1912, under the

may be deriv
Co.

laws of the Dominion of Canada, and it owns all the stock 11!2'
the Alnbama Interstate Power Co., the Birmingham, Mont<
gomery & Gulf Power (o, the Muscle Shoals Hydroelectric
Power Co., the Alabama Propertv Co., the Alabama Power &
Light Co., the Asbury Electric Power Co., and the Anniston
Steel Co., and it controls the Selma Lighting Co., the Dixie
Censtruction Co., the Winona Coal Co., and the Coosa Securi<
ties Co., and holds $2,000,000 of stock in the United Gas &
Electrie Corporation. And here is their publication on Muscle
Shoals, entitled “America’s: Gibraltar,” published in the in<
terest of the farmepr, almost in the words of the gentleman from
Hiinols, is found the words * In peaece, prosperity for the farmer:
in war, preparedness for the Nation.” That is the pm[mﬂunda
put out by the Alabama Power Co. and its subsidiaries, hiding
behind the cloak of the farmer. This project is the protézé of
Woodrow Wilson, whose picture adorns its pages, and when
you veie for tHls measure, when yoen vote to take $10,000,000
out of the Treasury for this power steal—for it is nothing else—
you do not vote te aid the farmer, but you vete to put an
additional tax upon the taxpayers of the country in order that
the Alabama Power Co., with its $30,000,000 of stock and
$15,000,000 of bonds, a eompany of which James Mitchell, of
Londen, England, is president, may reap the benefit that will
come through heavy taxes that your constituents must pay. My
friends, that is the issue involved in this amendment. Let no
one deceive you, not even so-called representatives of the farmer,
Some one had better be n bit careful or the farmer will want
to know who has tied him wp with the $50,000,000 British cor-
poration that bas farmer and industry alike by the throat.
[Applause.]

The SPEAKER. DBy the agreement the previous question is
ordered, and the vote comes, first, on the preferential motion
offered by the gentleman from Illinois that the House recede
from its disagreement and concur in the Senate amendment.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Upon that ¥ ask for the yeas and

The yeas and nays were ordered. :
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 182, nays 193,
answered * present ™ 3, not voting 53; as follows:

YEAS—IS”
Almon Doeminick Romjue
Ashbrools Doremus Le:x, Calit. ouse
Aswell Drane Ga Rucker
Ayres Drewry Habath
Babka Dupré Llnthleum Sanders, La,
Bankhead Fagan Little Schall
Barbour Eagle McAndrews ells
Barkley Evans, Mont, MeClntic Sherwoad
Bea Ferris MeDuflie
Bell Keown Sinnott
Benson Fisher . clane Sisson
R SRR S
an : Smy
Bland, Va. Ganly n Mann, HL Smith, Mich,
Blanton Gard Adanstleld Smithwick
Bowling Garrett Martin ten
Box Godwin, N. C. Mays: Stedman
Brand Goldfogie Miller Stephens, Miss,
Briges Griffin Milllgan Stevenson
Brinson Hamiy, Tex Al n, N J Stol)
Brumbaugh Harveld Monahap, Wis. Sumners, Tex.
Buchanpan Harrison Montagone Swindall
DBurke Hastings Moore, Ya. Swopa
Byrnes,rs. o Han, Morin Tague
Bm’ﬁe enn. Hayden Neely "Taylor, Ark.
Camd: 1, Hoe, Nelson, Mo Taylor, Colo,
Candler Honynnﬂ Nicha Taylor, Tenn.
Cantrill Howarl O'Conneall 'Tillman
Caraway Huddleston: O'Connor Upshaw
Carew Hull, lowa Oldfield Venable
Carss Hull, Tenn. er Vinson
Carter Humphreys Overstroct Watkins
Casey Izoe Padgett Weaver
Chri herson | Jacown, Park Waelling
Clark, Fla. James, Va Parrish Wt:lt.ir
Cleary Johnson, K Pou Whaley
Coady Johnsan, Aliss Quin Williams
Colller Jones, Tex. Rainey. Aln. Wilson,
Connally Kellor Rainey, Henry T. Wilson, Pa.
Crago Kettner Raker Win
gmmton Randall, Calif. Woods, Va.
Hﬁ'f" Kincheloa Hayburn Wright
Davis, Tenn. i Riddick Yates
Dent Lanham Riordan Young, Tex.
Dawalt Lankford Rohinson, N. C,
Dickinson, Mo, Larsen Rodenberg
NAYS-—108.
Ackerman Burdick Dempsey Fvans, Nebr.
Anderson Burroughs Denison Fairfield
Andrews, Md, Campbell, Kans, Dickinson, Iowa Fess
drews. Nebr., - €annon Dooling sh
Anthony Chindbiom Dowell ‘acht
m.m Cole Dunbar Ffordney
Cooper- Dyer roster
Bland, Ind, ; Kchols rear
Boles b Edmonds Freeman
Bowers Dale Rhiott french
Brooks, 111, Dallinger Elston Fuller
Brooks, Pa, Darrow Emerson Gallivan
Browne Davis, Minn. Esch Gallagher
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» Glynn %numon gohnn gne}il The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House further

Goodall K:?‘tudsel' 0 necyﬂ S?é‘;nftson insist on its disﬂgreement?

Goodykoontz %smp!?rt %gtimrne %Eghens. Ohilo %e question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

on “ingley ﬁe Stiness e SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.
Graham, ITL Layton Parker Strong, Pa, z
green. hl:uwn. }.t:hihachth galtlterson gumn:ers, Wash, The Clerk read as follows:

Teene, Aass AW OE e Yok For removal and reconstruction of a part of the fence around the
gl‘f@""r‘ft {:“;ﬁl };egiman %;mple Botanic. Garden made necessary on account of the completion of the
e ‘“I‘t uixin Po iy Tuomm‘““ Grant Memorial, to be immediately available, $3.000, or so much
Ilg.:ld? Colo iﬂ?ﬂﬁfﬂ ; ngf;ll L ‘til;recereoﬁt as En” hﬁ necessary, to be expenged under the supervision and
Hawley McCulloch Radeliffe Tincher OIDESENB Directicign (tho - Sotan e G axdan:

Hays McFadden Ramsey Tinkham Mr, GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede and
Hernandesz MeGlennon Ramseyer Towner concur with an amendment

Hersey McKenzie Randall, Wis. Treadwa + = :

Hickey McLaughlin, Mich, Ransley Vestal The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the
E}ﬁkﬂ ﬁgLﬂuihUn. hebl‘-ﬁegg;s ggfgt House recede and concur with an amendment, which the Clerk
Hoch McPherson Reed, W.Va.  Volstead will report. -

l}}ml.' hton MacGregor ‘Rglqkdes R@al?ih The Clerk read as follows:

Hgt‘ﬂ, nson g}:g&:n ﬁ&?ﬁt‘: Ky. W:;on Mr. Goop moves that the House recede and concur with the followi
Ireland Mapes Rogers Watson amendment : Insert a period after the word “ necessary ™ in line 4 ol
Jefteris Afason Rose Webster said amendment and strike out the remainder of the amendment.
Johnson, 8. Dak, Mead Rowe Wheeler - i
Johnson. Wash, " Aercitt Sandere. ind. White, Kans, The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen
Jones, Pa. Mondell Sanders, N. Y. White, Me. tleman from Iowa that the House recede and concur with an
Junl Moore, Ohio Banford Wilson, I1L amendment,

Kahn Moores, Ind. Secott Winslow The motion wa nm to

Kearns Mott Shreve Wood, Ind. S .

Eeug. ll:u. i}uaah g{eg!]!}t %“;}hulng. N. Dak. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

enda urphy nelair man N .

Kennedy, R.I.  Nelson, Wis. Smith, Idaho The Clerk read as follows
Kinkald Newton, Minn, Smith, 11 Amendment No. 111: Page 112, line 15, insert:
Kle Newton, Mo. Smith, N. Y, “ Fighting forest fires in patlonal parks: For fighting forest fires in
T . o national parks, or other areas administered by the National Park
ANSWERED * PRESENT "—a3. Service, or fires that endanger such a and for replacln§ buildings
Britten Michener Strong, Kans. or other physical improvements that have destroyed by forest fires
NOT VOTING—50. within such areas, 525.0(}0: Provided, That these funds shall not be
¥V il used for any precautlonary fire protection or patrol work prior to actual
Bacharach Dunn Kelley, Mich. Rubey occurrence of the fire: And provided further, That the allotment of these
Baer Ellsworth Kennedy, Iowa  Scully funds to the wvarfous national parks, or areas administered by the
Butler Evans, Nev. Kitchin Sears National Park Service, for ﬂre-ﬁihtlng urposes, shall be made by the
Caldwell Garner Lonergan Steela Secretary of the Interfor, and then only after the obligation for the
Clark, Mo, Goodwin, Ark, McKiniry Bullivan expenditure has been incurred, and the Secretary of the Inferior shall
Classon Graham, Pa, McKinley Thomas submit with his annnal estimate of expenditures a report showing the
Caople, Hamill Mann, 8. C. Vaile location, size, and description of each forest fire, together with the
Costello Hamilton Moon Vare number of men, their classification and rate of pay and actoal time
%ll"t;_:_v;h& 1t %erggl):rt!h %‘igolney Walters emplﬁyed, nn?a f' stravii:ement of ;xpend!tures showiet(llgbth:hcost Iord}?bor.
¥ . u elan ise supplies, s service, and other expenses cover e expenditures
Davey Husted Rainey, John W. Woodyard mprfe Irompet'ilese funds.” e ¥ 2
Donovan James, Mich. Reed, {I Xy
Doughton Johnston, N. Y. Rowan Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede

So the motion to recede and concur was rejected.

The following pairs were announced :

Mr, Crarx of Missouri (for) with Mr, Dunx (against).
Mr, Krrcoin (for) with Mr, BriTTeN (against).

Mr. THOAMAS (for) with Mr. SuLLIvAN (against).

Mr. HupsperH (for) with Mr. Stroxc of Kansas (against).
Mr. Curry of California (for) with Mr. Hustep (against).
. Wisg (for) with Mr. Burcer (against),

. MicHENER (for) with Mr. Reep of New York (against).
. CarpweLr (for) with Mr. Keriey of Michigan (against).
. GARNER (for) with Mr, HaxivroNy (against).

. RUBEY (for) with Mr, McKIxLEY (against).

. Joun W. Rarxey (for) with Mr. WALTERS (against).

. Goopwin of Arkansas (for) with Mr. VAre (against).
. SEARS (for) with Mr. CostELLo (against).

. DougHTON (for) with Mr. BACHARACH (against).

. Moox (for) with Mr. Bagr (against).

Until further notice:

Mr. CrowTHER with Mr. STEELE.

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. DoNovAN.

Mr, Crasson with Mr, Jouxstox of New York.,

. Gramaxr of Pennsylvania with Mr., DAVEY.

. CorrEy with Mr, McKINIRY.

. JAmES of Michigan with Mr. RowaAx.

. BELrsworTH with Mr. HAaMILL.

. KENNEDY of Iowa with Mr. PHELAN.

. Varre with Mr. Evaxs of Nevada.

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, T have a pair with the
gentleman from Texas, Mr. HuosperH. If he were here, he
would vote “aye.” I voted “no,” and I wish to withdraw
that vote and answer * present.”

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, T have a pair with the gentle-
man from North Carolina, Mr. KircHiy, and I wish to with-
draw my vote of “no” and answer “ present.”

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I voted “aye,” but I wish
to withdraw that vote and answer “ present,” as I am paired
with the gentleman from New York, Mr. Reep.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

On motion of Mr. Goop, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the motion to recede and concur was rejected was laid
on the table.

Mr. GOOD. ‘Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. M

Mr. GOOD. My understanding is that the motion’pending is
that the House insist further on its disagreement.

from its disagreement to Senate amendment No. 111 and concur
in the same.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 114: Page 115, line 1, insert: * Hereafter the Hot
Springs Reservation shall be known as the Hot Springs National Park.”

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, this matter was in the bill as re-
ported in the House. It simply changes the name of the Hot
Springs Reservation fo the Hot Springs National Park. I have
no particular interest in the matter. I do not know why it was
asked for except that they want the names of the parks uniform.
They do not want one of them called a reservation and another
a park. This national park has more scenic beauty than the
Platte National Park and many others.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, did the gentleman visit this
reservation?

Mr, GOOD. I have never been there.

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman not think it would look
just the same if we call it a reservation?

Mr. GOOD. 1 think it would.

Mr. WALSH. I would like to know the reason back of this.

Mr. GOOD. The national park people gave no reason what-
ever except they stated they thought the parks should be uni-
form in name; that all of the parks under their jurisdiction
were called parks, while this is called a reservation.

Mr. WALSH. It is a reservation and it is treated as a
reservation.

Mr. GOOD. Yes; and so are the other national parks.

Mr, WALSH. Oh, no.

Mr. GOOD. If the gentleman thinks there is any reason why
it should not be agreed to I am perfectly willing to move that
the House insist on its disagreement.

Mr. WALSH. Why not call it a garden?

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist upon
its disagreement to Senate amendment No. 114.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

‘Amendment No. 120: Page 120, line 8, insert:

“ For additions to the home economics build ing, to Include dining hall
and kitchens, to provide refrigeration, laundry, bakery, garbage
cinerator, all equipment necessary for the bulldings and also to pro-
vide for heating apparatus therefor and material and labor required

in bringing heat from the central heating plant of Freedmen's Hospital
to the bulMlings, §116,000."
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Alr. GOOD, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede from
its disagreement to amendment No. 120 and concur in the same.
This is a provision for constructing a building at Howard
University. The trustees of Howard University have had hard
work in raising money by private subseription to build the neces-
sary buildings for this colored university. It is located here
at the National Capital. The buildings are not what they
should be, and they are very much in need of this building.
The matter camea before the House commitiee, and the House
commitfee would have reported for the building provided for
by this amendment if it had not been subject to a point of
order. I therefore move that the House recede from its dis-
agreement fo Senate amendment 120 and econcur in the same.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 121: Page 120,
insert in lieu thereof * £280,000.”

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
from its disngreement to Senate amendment No. 121 and con-
cur in the same.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No, 12T: laa;%e 141, line 8, insert: " The provislon of

gection 6 of the act entl ‘An act to authorize alds to navigation

and for other works in the Lighthouse Serv! for o £ Dy ;
B

ice, a
approved June 20, 1918, relatlve to compul e

B within G0 days after

than 30 dain before the arrival of

0

Eplr to an employee of the Lighthouse Service
e of t act or not ie&l

such employee at the age of 70, the Commerce sghall “"ﬂ;ff
as o matter of public record that by reason of his efficlency and will-
ingoess to remaln in the Lighthouse Service of the United States the
continnance of such employee therein would be advantageons to the pub-
lic service. In that event such employee may be retained for a term not
excecding two years, and at the end of two years such employee may,
by similar certification, be continued for an additional term pot ex-

ceeding two years: Provided, however, That at the end of 10 years

mes effective no employee shall be continued in the
%&x’h‘!m bfi';nd the age of gogpnlaary retirement defined in
the act of June 20, 1918, referred to in this paragraph: Provided fur-
ther, That nothing herein shall exclude or A:re\'ent any employee of the
Lighthouse Service who shall have reached the age of compulsory re-
tirement within 30 days before or after the date of the passage of fhis
act from enjo the privileges thereof.”

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede from
its disagreement to amendment No. 127 and concur in the same.
Under the law an employee of the Lighthouse Service when he
arrives at the age of 70 is retired. Under this amendment, if
he is in good health and the service will certify that he is in
good health and is able to perform. all of the duties and do his
work as well as a younger man and he desires to remain in the
service, instead of belng retired he will be permitted to renmin
for two years, and at the end of two years his employment can
be extended on certificate for iwo years longer.

Mr. WALSH. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GOOD. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. Is not this making a different rule with refer-
ence to retirement in the Lighthouse Service than is made in
the Post Office Department?

Mr. GOOD. My recollection is that in the hearings there was
one department where they have——

Mr. MANN of Illinois. No; the general retirement gct car-
ries this same provision. It does not apply to the Lighthouse
Service, because there is a special law with reference to the
Lighthouse Service. This is simply to make the Lighthouse
Service conform to the general retirement act.

Mr, WALSH. I thought it was the other way around.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. No.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, will the genileman yield?

Mr. GOOD. Yes,

AMr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, is this policy of an extension of
four years beyond the age of retirement of 70 years new legisla-
tion?

Mr, GOOD. Yes; it would be new legislation, but, as the gen-
tleman from Illinecis [Mr. MAXK] has stated, this provision will
put the Lighthouse Service on the same footing as the other
services with rezard to the age of retirement.

Mr. GARD. Not all of the other services.

Mr. GOOD. Yes.

Mr. GARD. I think the Post Office Service is different from
this, In that service I think it is made mandatory that a carrier
must retire at GS.

Mr. GOOD. I could not give tha gentleman that information.

Mr. GARD. I think it is 68, and I am sure that they have
no permission of an extension to T4 years.

Mr, GOOD. I do not know as to that. I only know that fhis
matter was urged by the Lighthouse Service. The Committee
on Appropriations did not carry it because it was legislation,
pbut the Senate commitfee found, as did the House commitfee,

line 24! strike out “§164,000” and

that under the operation of the law this would deprive the
service of some of the very best men for a couple of years more,
and wounld force them into retlrement.

Mr. GARD. It would only apply to those in the clerieal
positions in the Lighthouse Service. Seventy-four years is a
rather old age for active service, is it not?

Mr, GOOD. They stated that one of their most valuable
men, a man whose services it would be almost impossible to
replace, would be compelled to go out of the service if this
amendment did not prevail. I do not know whether he is in
the clerical end or not.

Mr. GARD: That is what I understood; it is probably to
take care of a man or two, or three or four.

Mr. GOOD. Noj; that is the way these matiers usually coma
up. When a law of this kind is put on the statute books and
some one finds that he can not continue in public service be-
cause of that law and the department wants him——

Mr. GARD. YWe make a general law and then begin to make
exceptions.

Mr. GOOD. I understand; but these exceptions, howerver,
bring the Lighthouse Service on all fours with the other
services,

Mr., MANN of Ilinois. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., GOOD. Yes.

Mr. MANN of Illinols. This provision was carried in the
general act for retirement; that is the reason it is here. Now,
what is the fact in the matter? In all of these cases retire-
ment pay is very nmich smaller than active pay. These retire-
ment acts are very recent in date. A very large number of the
employees who have been reeeiving active pay have not saved
much, if anything, out of their salaries, and it is very incon-
venient for them to live on the retired pay, and both in the
Lighthouse Service and all the other services a considerable
proportion of these people who would be retired under the law
are seeking to remain in the service a few years longer on
active pay.

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN of Illinois, I wilL

Mr., GARD. The gentleman recognizes that these people do
not come and voluntarily wish to retire when they can stay in
the active service and get additional compensation and do the
work ?

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Very true; they do not veluntarily
retire. Some gentlemen do retire. The gentleman fram Ohio
has retired, much to our regret, voluntarily, ;

Mr. GARD. Retirement service very generally must be apart
from any voluntary matter; it must be made more or less arbl-
trary to include classes up to a centain number of years.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Undoubtedly, and this provision was
put in the law for the reason that I have stated. It is equally
applicable in spirit to the Lighthouse Service, although I be-
lieve it is provided that after 10 years it shall not be effective.

Mr. PARRISH. Will the gentleman yield for ome single
question?

Mr. MANN of Illinois. If I ean apswer it,

Mr. PARRISH. I understand that some departments will
allow employees the benefit of the provisions of any extension
of time and other departments will not.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. I think all departments do In various
cascs. The Post Office has in a great many cases to my knowl-
edge, -

Mr., PARRISH. Well, I was under the impression, from in-
formation I have received from the Post Office Departinent,
that they were not allowing it in any case.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Well, the gentleman is mistaken,

Mr, PARRISH. I wanted to get that information and get it
straight.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. They have to discriminate between
cases; that is what the law reguires them fo do, to diserimi-
nate; now, whether they discriminate properly or not 1 would
not stafe.

Mr., FAIRFIELD. Dut even where the terms of the law
have been absolutely complied with and recommendations have
been made they refuse to execute the law.

Mr. MANN of Illinois, Ob, well, what is the fact? Aa em-
ployee of the Post Office Department asks his foreman to ree-
ommend him to stay on two years longer, and it is a good deal
like asking a man in this House to sign a petition, why he does
it, that is all; and they do the same there, and it goes on up,
unless there is reason, to show that the man is competent to
conduct the postal business just as a younger man.

Mr. FAIRFIELD. As a matter of fact, I know individual
cases in which the terms of the law have been complied with in
every respect. Iecently a statement has been made by tha
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Postmaster General that all such men weuld be retired at the
age limit without regard to this provision.

Mr. MANN of Illincis. Well, now, I think the gentleman
will not find any statement from the Postmaster General to that
effect except in the newspajers.

Mr. FAIRFIELD. I have some letters in my office signed
by subordinates stating that is his position in regard to it.

Mr. MANN of Illincis. There have been a good many eases
svhere continuance has becn allowed.

Mr. PARRISH. I have one particular case in mind, if the
gentleman will permit me to rhake this statement.

Mr., GOOD. I will yield the gentleman one minute.

Mr. PARRISH. I have in mind a carrier vho carries the
mail at Bowie, Tex,, and who has been earrying it about 16
years, I believe. He has absolutely on account of bad health
never missed a single trip. A physician certified his qualiZ-
cation, and the postmaster certified his qualification, and there
is absolutely not one single solitary reason why this man should

not be continued in the service. The postmaster has certified |
that he can carry the mail betfer than anybody else so far as !

that particular route is concerned, and they have absolutely
refused to permit that man to stay.

% Mr. FAIRFIELD. I have an number of cases of the same
ind. : ;

Mr, PARRISH. I want to get at what the facts are,

Mr. WALSH. WIII the gentleman yield?

Mr. GOOD. I will.

Mr. WALSH., Will the gentleman state what is the idea of
that last proviso?

That nothing hereln shall exclude or prevent any employee of the
Lighthouse Service who shall have reached the of compulsory re-
tirement within 30 days after or before the date of the passage of this
act from enjoying the privileges thercof.

Mr. GOOD. I suppose it means what it says.

Mr. WALSH. But what does it mean?

Mr. GOOD. It means that nothing herein shall exclude or

prevent any employee of the Lighthouse Serviee who shall have |

reached the age of compulsory retirement at the age of T0
within 30 days before or after the passage of this act enjoying
the privileges thereof. I suppose that is to cover one employee
that they are fearful they are going to Iose and whose services
they desire,

Mr. WALSH. That is what I theughbt it meant, but that is
not what it says,

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on the motion of the gentle- I

man that the House recede and coneur in the Senate amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

i Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas. BMr. Speaker, a parliamentary
nquiry,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr., TAYLOR of Arkansas. Would it be in order now to
make a motion to reconsider the vote taken on amendment No.
114, just passed?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so.

Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
vote whereby the House insisted upon its disagreement to
amendment 114 be reconsidered.

Mr. GOOD. BMr. Speaker, I have ne objection to that. I
vyield five minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas.

Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of
the House, I have appeared for this amendment on one or two
occasions heretofere.

The Hot Springs iz the oldest reservation or park in this
Nation. It was set apart and withheld by Congress from sale
or dispesition In 1832, nearly 00 years ago. It has struggled
along, paying its own way, without the Governme:i having to
contribute to its maintenance and support, and now, since it is
the oldest reservation we have, and since it is a vesort for the
lame, halt, and afflicted, for all the people of this Nation and,

for that matter, the world, I think it is high time that the |

Congress shonld permit it to be dignified by the name of a
national park. We do not want the people who do net live in
my disrict or in my State to think that it is a State reservation
or that it is n preserve or reservation set apart by some rich
landiord years ago, but that when it is mentioned as a natienal
park the people of this Nation will know that it belongs to
them.

It does not earry one dollar of appropriation. We ask only
for the change of the name from “reservation™ ta that of
“national park.” We do not want people to believe, as I said
the other day, that this is a plaee where there are a few digger
Indians squatted around. There has grown up around these
wonderful healing waters a beautiful city of some 15,000 people,
and there are churclies and schoolhouses, law and order, and it
is one of the most beautifully erected little cities in all this

counfry. There is located there our Army and Navy Hospital.
The Hot Springs is visited annually by thousands of the
afilicted, the erippled, and wounded of this Nation. Our ex-
service men, many of them who have rheumatismm and other
afflictions caused by exposure in the World War, are there to-
day. Now, I ask that the House cfford the people of Hot
Springs this righiful favor, which is only to change the name
from “the Hot Springs Reservation™ to that of “the Hot
| Springs National Park.”

Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vefe.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to reeonsider the vote
| by whieh the House insisted on its disagresment,

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas. I move now as a preferential
motion that the House recede and concur in the Senate amend-
ment.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 136: Page 161, line 22, insert: " Saratega (Wyom-
ing) fish hatchery: For construction of quarters for employees, and for
gsltfll;’%gq!nent and equipment of auxiliary station at Sage Creek,

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur with
an amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to recede
and concur with an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

In lieu of the sum named in sald amendment, insert * $10,000.”

The SPEAKER. The question s on agreeing to the motion,

The motion was agreed to.

The Clerk reported the following amendment:

Amendment No. 137 : Page 1682, line 9, insert: * For refund to Falik
Schimmer of $170.50 d ted with the commissioner of immigration
Ellis Island, N. Y., in behalf of his two daughters, Malke and Eidel
Schimmer, sald saum having been erronecusly covered Into the Treas-
ury Department to the eredit of miscellaneous receipts, £170.50."

Mr. GOOD. - Mr. Speaker, T move that the House recede and
| concur in Senate amendment 137,

The motion was agreed to.

The Clerk reported the following amendment:

Amendment No, 138 : Page 162, line 15, insert: * For refund of immli-
gration fine erromeously nssessed and collected from N. Galanos & Co.,
agents Steam Navigation Co. of Greeee, $240.”

Mr, GOOD, Mr, Speaker, I move to recede and concur in the
Senate amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

The Clerk reported the following amendment;;

Amendment No. 143 : Page 168, line 8, inscrt:

‘ EMPLOYMENT SERVICE.

*To enable the Becretary of Labor to foster, promote, to develop the
welfare of the wage ecarners of the United btltes, to lm%rove thelr
working conditions, to advance their opportunities for profitable employ-
ment by maintaining a pational system of employment offices, and to
coordinate the Euhlic employment offices throughout the country by fur-
nishing and publishing information as to opportunities for employment
and by malntaining a s{atem for cleari]iﬁ labor between the several
States, incl ud!ngigwrsona serviceg In the District of Columbla and else-
where, and for eir actual necessary trnveltng ses while absent
from their official station, together with their ?er m in lien of sub-
sistence, when allowed pursuant to section 13 of the sundry civil appro-
priation act approved August 1, 1914; msﬂeﬂ and ecbui ment, tele-
graph and telephaone service, and printing and binding, $225,000.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur in
Senate amendment 143.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Towa moves to recede
and concur in the Senate amendment.

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division.

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 54, noes 2.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there
is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The genileman from Texas malkes the point
of no quorum, and evidently ne guorum is present.

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms
will notify the absentees. These in favor of the motion to
recede and eoneur will, as their names are called, answer “ yea,”
and those opposed will answer “ nay,” and the Clerk will call
the roll =

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 207, nays 6,
not voting 125, ag follows:

YEAS—29T.
Ackerman Bankhead Bland, Mo. Buochanan
Almon Barbour Bland, Va, Buardick
| Anderson Barkley Bowers Burke
Andrews, Md, lee Bowling Durroughs
Andrews, Nebr. Begg Box Butler
Anthony Bell Brand Byvnes, 8. C.
Ashbrook Benham Briggs Byrns, Tenn,
Aswell Bengon Brinsomn Campbell, Kans,
Ayres Jlack Lirooks, Pa. Cnmélbell. Pa,
“Babka Dland, Ind. Browne Candler
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Cannon
Cantrill
Caraway

Carss

Carter
Chindblom
Christoplherson
Clark,

Currie, Mich.
Dallinger
Darrow
Davis, Minn,
i[)lavis. Tenn.
empsey
Dewalt
Dickinson, Towa
Dickinson, Mo.
Dominick
Doremus
Dowell
Drane
Drewry
Dyer
Eagan
Eagle
Edmonds
Ellott
Fmerson
Evans, Mont,
Evans, Nebr,
Fairfield
Ife

BS
Fields
Fish
I-‘ishnr

Fordney
Foster
Frear
Freeman
French
Fuller
Gallivan
Gandy
Ganly
Gard

(.oodykoonts
Graham, 111
ass.

Hadley

Blanton
Greene, Vt.

Bacharach

Brooks, 111,
Brumbaugh
Caldwell
carew
Case

Clark, Mo,
Classon
Zople;
Costello

Daie
Davey
Denison
Dent
Donovan
Dooling
Doughton
Dunbar
Dunn
Dupré
Echols
Ellsworth
Elston
Fsch .
Evans, Nev.
Ferris
Gallagher

So the motion was agreed to.

Hardy, Colo.
Hardy, Tex,
Haugen

Hawley
Hayden
Hays
Hernandez

Howard
Huddleston
Hull, lowa
Hull, Tenn.
Hutchinson
Igoe

Ireland
Jacoway
James, Va.
Jefferis
Johnson, Miss.
Johnson, Wash,
Jones, Pa.

Kincheloe
Kinkaid
Kleczka
Knutson
Kraus
Kreider
Lampert
Lamfley

Lankford

Linthicum
Little
Longworth
Luce
Lubring
McArthur
MeClintie
M¢Culloch
McDuflis
MeFadden
MeGlennon
McKenzie
cLane

MeLeod
McPherson
Madden
Magee
Major
Mansfield

Minahan, N. J.
Monahan, Wis.
Mongdell
Montague
Moore, Ohio
Moore, Va.
Mott

Mudd

Murphy

Neely

Nelson, Mo,
Newton, Minn.
Ogden

Oldfield

Oliver

Olney

Osborne
Overstreet
Padgett

Paige

Qu

Radcliffe
Raker

Ramse

Randa 3 Calir
IRIandn!l Wis.

Robinson, N. C,
Robsion, Ky.
Rodenberg
Rogers
Romjue
Rose

Rouse

Rowe
Rucker
Sabath
Banders, Ind,
Sanders, La,
Schall

Mc[.nusb]in Mich.Scott
McLaughlin, Nebr, Sells

NAYB—6.
Jones, Tex. 8nell
Rayburn
NOT VOTING—125.
Gamer Lufkin
{ MeAndrews
drufle MeKeown
MecKiniry
Gondwin Ark. McKlnley
Gould MacGregor
Graham, Pa, Maher
Green, Iowa Mang, 111,
riffin Mann, 8. C
Hamill Mason
Hamilton Merritt
Harreld Moon
Harrison Mooney
Hastings Moores, Ind.
ﬁm N iﬂ Wi
oe els0 8.
Houihton Newtg'n. Mo.
Hudspeth Nicholls
Hulin Nolan
Humphreys 0’'Connell
Husted O'Connor
James, Mich. Parker
Johnson, Ky. Patterson
Johnson, 8. Dak. Pell
Johnston, N. X¥. Phelan
Kahn Porter

Kendall
Kennedy, Iowa
Kettner
Kitchin

Lea, Calif.
Lonergan

Rainey, Ala,

Rainey, Henry T.

Rainey, John V.
Ramsey

Ransley

leavis

Sherwood
Shreve

Siegel
Sinclalr
Sinnott
Sisson

Blem

Smal

Bmith, Tdaho
Smlth 111,
Smith, Mich,
Smithwick
Snyder
Steagall
Stedman
Bteenerson
Stephens, Miss,
Stephens, Ohlo
Stevenson
Strong, Kans.
trong, Pa.

o

Sweet
Swindall
Swope
Tague
Taylor, Ark.
Taylor, Tenn,
Temple
Thompson
Tillman
Tilson
Timberlake
Tincher
Tinkham
Towner
Treadway
Upshaw
Vaile
Yinson
Volk
Volstead
Ward
Wason

Watson
Weaver
Webster
Welling
Whaley
Wheeler
White, Kans.
White, Me.
Williams
Wilson, La.

Zihlman

Walsh

Reed. N. Y.
Riordan
Rowan

Rubey
Sanders, N, Y,
Sanford
Scully

Sears

Sims

Smith, N. Y.
Steele

Stiness

Btoll

Bullivan
Sumners, Tex,

Taylor, Colo.
'l homaa

\"enabla

Wilson, I11,
Wilson, Pa.
Winslow
Wise
Weod, Ind.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

Until further notice:
. Duxw with Mr. Crarx of Missouri.

Mr. BrrrTrExn with Mr. KiTcHix,

Mr. HaaarroN with Mr, GARNER.

Mr. McKixcey with Mr. RuBey.

Mr. Warrers with Mr. Joux W. RAINEY.

nmmers, Wash,

'
Mr., Vare with Mr. Goopwin of Arkansas.
Mr. CosTELLo with Mr. Srams.
Mr, BAcHARACH with Mr. DouGHTON.
Mr. Baer with Mr. Moox,
Mr. Kanx with Mr. DexT.
Mr, HargeLp with Mr, FErgis.
Mr. CeowTHER with Mr, HuMPHREYS.
Mr. Sanpers of New York with Mr. O'Conxon,
Mr. DextsoN with Mr. VENABLE,
Mr. Woop of Indiana with Mr. KErrye.
Mr, Boise with Mr. HasTINGs. °
Mr, Kenneny of Iowa with Mr. CALDWELL.
Mr, Crassox with Mr. Davey.
Mr. ErtswortH with Mr. PHELAN,
Mr. Nerson of Wisconsin with Mr. Wirsox of Pennsylvania,
Mr. Saxrorn with Mr. Dupre.
Mr. Brooks of Illinois with Mr. Sias,
Mr. Raxsey with Mr., WEeLTY.
Mr, Wixsrow with Mr. MaHER,
Mr. Gooparr with Mr. Jonxson of Kentucky.
Mr, Curey of California with Mr. HupspeTH.
Mr. Gramanm of Pennsylvania with Mr, STEELE,
Mr. WirLsox of Illinois with Mr. O’CoNNELL,
Mr. Masox with Mr. Tavror of Colorado.
Mr. VEstarL with Mr. Riorpax.
Mr, Norax with Mr. Sayire of New York.
Mr. Dare with Mr. McANDREWS,
Mr. Jaxes of Michigan with Mr. StoLr.
Mr, Vorar with Mr. GALLAGHER.
Mr. CorreEy with Mr. GoLDFOGLE.
. Reavis with Mr. HENgY T. RAINEY.
. MacGrecor with Mr. Lea of California,
. Hustep with Mr. Rowan.
. Parrerson with Mr. Max~ of South Carolina,
. STINESs with Mr. SULLIVAN,
. PorTer with Mr, McKeown.
. Dunpar with Mr. WATKINS.
. Maxy of Illinois with Mr. SuMNERs of Texas.
Mr. Moriy with Mr. THoOAMAS.
. Ecanors with Mr. CAREw.
. MooxEs of Indiana with Mr. PeLr,
. RansieEy with Mr. DoxNovax.
Mr. GreEN of Iowa with Mr. CAsEY.
. EscE with Mr. Harnrrsox.
. PARRER with Mr, Wisg.
. NEwTtox of Missouri with Mr. McKINIRY.
. Gourp with Mr. Evaxs of Nevada.
. Hirn with Mr. BRUMBAUGH.
. GLYNN with Mr. MooNEY.
Mr. MerrirT with Mr. GRIFFIN.
Mr. HoucHTON with Mr. Scurry.
Mr. Reep of New York with Mr. Hoy,
Mr. LuFin with Mr. Dooring.
Mr, Kenparr with Mr, NicHoLLS.
Mr, HuriNgs with Mr, LONERGAN.
Mr. Jounson of South Dakota with Mr. RAINEY of Alabama.
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will
open the doors. The Clerk will report the next amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Amendment No, 149: Page 170, line 18, after the word * Capitol,”
strike out * $2,500 " and insert in lieu thereof * * $3,000."
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur in
amendment 149.
The motion was agreed t
The SPEAKER. The ClerL. will report the next amendient,
The Clerk read as follows:
Amendment No. 150 : Page 171, line 3, sirike out ** $148,590 " and
ingert * $149,090.”
Mr, GOOD. I move to recede and concur,
The motion was agreed t
The SPEAKER. The Olerk will report the next amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Amendment No. 151: I‘age 173 ]lne 4, strike out * $6,286,800 " and
insert In lieu thereof “ $5,82
Mr. GOOD. I move to recede and concur,
tion of correcting totals.
The motion was agreed to.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment,
The Clerk read as follows:
Amendment No, 152 Page 173, line 20, after the word ** wm
out the figures * $7,348,700 " and insert in lien thereof “* §6.8!

Mr. GOOD. I move to recede and concur. That is a ques-

That is a ques-

' sivike
700,

tion of totals.
The motion was agreed to.
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The SPEAKHER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No: 167: Page 186, insert u: the

of the page:
“To enable the President. to causa an om to be made as

to the lenm; resources and the pmdueﬁon . petrolenm: in other
countries, $85,000."”

Mr. GOOD. I move to recede and coneur in Senate amend-
ment 167.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The: Clerk read ag follows:

Amendment 108: Page 156, after line 1os¢1!cxl

“Hrc. 3. An jouma!. mnnxme perl or si.mllm: publication
which is now {emg issued by a d’epn.rtment or establishment of the
Government may, in the discretiom of the Head
within the limitation of availabie appmprtnuarss or other Go
funds, until December 1, 1921, when, if it shall not hawe been specifi-
cally authorized by Congress before that date, such joumal. mazmnne,
periodieal, or similar publication shall be discontinned.”

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur in
Senate amendment numbered 1068.

Mr, WALSH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yio]d?

Mr. GOOD. I yield fo the gentleman from IMassachusetts.

Mr. WALSH. I should like to ask the gentleman why this
is carried until December 1, 19217 Why should not these mat-
ters be clipped off on the 1st of July, at the beginning of the new
fiseal year?

Mr. GOOD: They will be clipped off on the 1st of July unless
we carry this provision. Under the law no publication, journal,
or magazine which is now being published by a department or
establishment of the Government at the diseretion of the head
of any such department can be published or the expenses for
publishing it paid out of the appropriation unless we extend
the law and grant that privilege. I understand it is proposed
to bring in some kind of a law legalizing the publieations that
can be published and paid for out of public funds before the
1st day of December next.

Mr. WALSH., We have a printing bill pending

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. They have the House end of
the printing bill' over there, but not the entire printing reform
bill. They have half of it, half passed..

Mr. WALSH. Half of it, half passed?

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman knows that if we: vest this dis-
cretion in the heads of these departments, nearly all’ these jour-
nals, magazines, periodicals, tracts, bulletins, filimsies, and vari-
ous other publications: will be continued, because you give
them the discretion to publish themnr and tliey‘ will publish them.
That is how they got started publishing them. It was because
they had a little discretlon as to what to do with the money
that they began piling up the printed matter, some of which is
very vahlrable and some of which is worthless and very seldom
read.

Mr. GREENE of Verment, The gentleman does not mean
that they had a little discretion. He means they had not any,
and they did print these things. [Taughter.]

Mpr. WALSH. They had a small supply of diseretion, which
they converted into'a surplus of indiscretion.

Mr. SNELL. And a large amount of printed matter:

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington: Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr, WALSH. T yield to the distinguishied member of the
Printing Committee.

Mr., JOHNSON of Washington. Has anyone seen the Christ-
mas cards sent gut by a branch of the War Department under
the guise of enlistment blanks?

M. WALSH. I am not surprised that any department of the
Government should be sending out Christmas cards, because it
has become the fashion not only at Christmastide but at other
seasons of the year to consider Uncle Sam as a very good-
natured Santa Claus. [Laughter]

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Has the gentleman seen the Agri-
cultural Almanac?

Mr. WALSH. I have secured all the Information I desire
about this..

Mr: TILSON. T should like to know whether or not, if this
amendment goes into effect, the gentleman anticipates another
crop of lobbyists and another lot of propaganda to convince
Congress that each one of these publications ought to be con-
tinued? Are we not going to have Congress deluged with all
sorts of requests for each one of them, with the usual claim
that the very safety of the Nation itself depends upon each
several one of these publications being continued?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washingtor. They are all over before the
Senate Committee on Printing doing that now.

Mr. TILSON. This is what we are going fo have brought
down upon us if we agree to this amendment; and, judging by
some things that we do here, 1 fear that we shall give the

authority desired. and that as@ result we shall continme to print
- all sorts of things in the future, as we have been doing in’ the

past,

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. If the gentleman will permit me,
they are distributing the Agriculturall Almanac; and that is sp
unreliable that there was nothing in it under the month of last
November warning anyone to: Iook out for frosts or anything of
that kind. [Laughter.]

Mr. GOOD:. I move to recede and concur in Senate amend-
ment 168, ;

The motion was: agreed tn \

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—DODENSTAB AGATNST BERGER.

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the contested-
election ¢ase of Bodenstal: agminst Berger;, and I move the
adoption of the resolution' (H. Res. 6968).

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved; That Henry H. Bodenstab, not having recelved a Jﬂumnty
of the vnm cast for itr.-?srce:entatjve in. this House from fth' con-
gressional district of Wisconsim,, 15 not: entitled to a mt tharp.'in as
such Hepresentative.

Mr. DALLINGER.. Mp. Spenker; this is a contest brought by
the contestant, Henry H. Bodenstab, claiming. that he is en-
titled to the seat fromv the fifth congressional distriet of the
State of Wisconsin. The only gquestion that is involved is the
guestion of whether the contestant iz entitled to the seat. The
other question of the right of Victor L. Berger to the seat has
already been passed upon. by this House in this €ongress.

At the regular election in 1918 Victor L. Berger was the
Socialist candidate and: Joseph P. Carney was the Demouratic
candidate. Immediately following the reference of the question
of the eligibility of Victor L. Berger to a speelal commiitee: the
contested-eleetion. case of Carmey against Berger was referred to
the Committee on Elections No. 1. The special commiftee; as
the House will remember, reported that Victor L. Berger was
not entitled to the seat. This resolution is printed at the bot-
tomr of page T of this report, where the whole history of tliis
matter is summarized for the information of the House.

In other words, on November 10, 1919, the House passed a
resolution by a vote of 311 to 1 that Victor L. Berger was * not
entitled to: take the oath of office as a Representative in this
Hbuse from the fiftlr congressional district of the State of Wis-
consin or to hold a seat therein as such Representative.

On the same day the House unanimously adopted a reselution
recommended by the committee “that Joseph P. Carney, not
having reeecived a plurality of the votes east for Representative
in this House from the fifth congressional district of the State
of Wisconsin, is not entitled to a seat therein as sucir Repre-
sentative.” By anotlier resolution the Speaker was directed to
notify the governor of Wisconsin * that a vacancy exists in: the
representation in this House from the fiftlr eongressional district
of Wisconsin.™

In that case Joseph P. Carney, the Demoeratic contestant,
claimed' in that ease that because le received the next highest
number of votes lie was entitled to a seat, the contestee, Berger,
having been declared ineligible: The committee, however; took
the other view of it, and the committee was unanimously sus-
tained by the House.

A special election was held in the fifth Wiseonsa[n distriet on
December 19; 1919, and at that election Victor L. Berger was
the Socialist candidate and Henry H. Bodenstah, a Republican,
ran as the fusion candidate, having been indorsed by the Demo-
cratic organization of the district. When the contestee, Victor
L. Berger; who had received a. certificate of election fronu the
governor of Wisconsin, appeared to talte the cath of office on
January 10, 1920, the House of Representatives of this present
Congress adopted a resolution: on & roll call by a vote of 330 to
6, which resolution is printed in full on pages 2 and 3 of our
report, and declares: that Victor Berger is constitutionally in-
eligible to a seat in this House. So the question of his eligi-
bility and his right as the contestee to a seat has already been
passed upen by this House and. the time for reconsideration has
long ago expired. The case, therefore, involves simply
the eontention of Henry H. Bodenstab, the opposing candidate
at tlie special election held on December 19;. 1919, that he. is en-
-titled to the seat made vacant by the inellgibility of Vietor L.
Berger.

Mr. Speaker, it is my desire to state' this case with absolute
fairness. It is true.that the fact of Berger's ineligibility was
better known to' the voters at the special election than it was
at the regniar election in 1918, when Joseph P. Carney, the
Demoeratie candidate, was the contestanti At the regular elec-
tlon: in 1918 Vietor L. Berger liad beem indicted by the grand
jury for a violation ef the espionage act, Lut lie had not becn
convicted, and the question of his eligibility Liad not been passed
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upon at that time by the House of Representatives. On the
other hand, at the special election held on December 19, 1919,
every voter in the fifth congressional district of Wisconsin
knew not only that Vietor L. Berger had been convicted of the
¢rime for which he had been previously indicted but also knew
that he had been declared by an almost unanimous vote of the
House of Representatives to be ineligible to the office of a Rep-
resentative in Congress under the provisions of the fourteenth
amendment to the Constitution of the United States.

Now, it is true that it has been the parliamentary practice
in England, under the English statutes, that where the fact
of the ineligibility of a candidate is known to the voters and
brought to their attention, the candidate having the next high-
est number of votes is given the seat. That is the English rule.
There are two States in this Union where the courts of last
resort have adopted the English rule, One of them is the State
of Wisconsin. In the case of Bancroft against Frear, which
was discussed in our report in the case of Carney against
Berger and also in this report, where at a primary election the
candidate for attorney general who received the highest num-
ber of votes had died previous to the primary election, and the
fact of his death was known to the voters, and in spite of
that fact a plurality of the votes cast for the office of attorney
general on the Republican primary ballot were cast for him, the
Supreme Court of Wisconsin held, by a vote of 4 to 3, over-
ruling all their previous decisions, that the next highest ean-
didate should be entitled to be placed on the official ballot as
the Republican candidate for attorney general.

Indiana has also adopted the English rule, but Congress has
always consistently from the beginning to the present time
refused to adopt the English rule. The question has come up
and has been discussed on numerous occasions in connection
with various contested-election cases. The most exhaustive dis-
cussion, perhaps, was in the case of Smith against Brown, in
the Fortieth Congress; and, without wearying the patience of
the Members of this House, I desire to call the attention of
Members to a quotation from the case of Smith against Brown,
on page 6 of our report, in which the principle at the basis of
this uniform congressional precedent is well set forth. The
committee in that report said: i

As Congress, much less the House of Representatives, never con-
ceded—never havi.nf the power to concede—to a voter his right to the
ballot, neither can it take away, modify, or limit it. Least of all can
this bod;'—the House alone—punish a voter for * obstinacy ™ or * per-
versity " in the exercise of his right. It can not touch a voter or
freseribe how he shall vote, nor can it impose a penalty on him, much
ess disfranchise hlm or say what shall be the effect or the power of
his ballot if it be cast in a particular way. The laws of the Btates
determine this,

As has been shown, Parliament did enact a law that votes cast for
one” ineligible shall be treated as not cast, and one having a minority
of the votes be thus elected. But neither has Congress nor Kentucky
enacted any such law ; much less can this House alone by a resolution
set it up, and that, too, after the fact, as a punishment for * willful
obstinacy and misconduet.,” The right of representation is a sacred
right which can not be taken away from the majority.

And I want to call the attention of the House here to how
absolutely the following sentence applies to this present case:

That ority b erversel ersisting in casting its vote for one
inellgihlc?f:lajm loyse ftspreprese;ta on— % v

And that is what has happened in this case; there has been
a vacancy in that distriet—
but never the right to representation while the Constitution and State
governments slmil endure.

In other words, the position taken by this House has been
that if the people of that congressional district in Wisconsin
should persist in sending a man here who is ineligible under
the Constitution we will not seat him, but we will also refuse
to seat a man who is not the choice of that district, and you
can see how the English rule, if adopted, might work by taking
an extreme case. Let us suppose, for instance, as freguently
happens, that a man should come here elected as the nominee
of both the two great political parties, having received both
nominations. Suppose the only votes cast against him were a
few scattered votes—say, 10 in number. Suppose he did not
possess the constitutional qualifications, that he was under 25
vears of age, was nof a citizen, had not been a resident of the
State, or had given aid and comfort to the enemies of the
United States after taking oath as a Member of Congress.
Under these circumstances we could not seat him under our caths
to support the Constitution of the United States. If the rule
contended for by counsel for Mr. Carney, and by counsel for
Mr. Bodenstab, should be adopted by this House it would seat
the man who had only 10 votes out of a total vote of perhaps
75,000 or 100,000 from that district. Congress has wisely re-
fused to follow the English rule, and so your committee has
treated this Republican contestant exactly as they treated the

Democratic contestant, Mr. Carney, and have brought in a reso-
lution in identically the same language—

Resolved, That Henry H. Bodenstab, not having recelved a plurality
of the votes cast for Hepresentative in thls House from the fifth con-
gressional district of Wisconsin, is not entitled to a seat therein as
such Representative.

le;ll[cf? MANN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
¥

Mr. DALLINGER. Yes.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Is the English rule a result of an act
of Parliament? In case of Smith against Brown there is a ref-
erence there that would warrant the eonclusion that apparently
it is the result of Parliament enacting a law.

Mr. DALLINGER. It is an act of Parliament, I would say,
and there is a provision made for publication, so that the voters
shall know that the man is ineligible,

Mr, MANN of Illinois. We have no such statute.

Mr. DALLINGER. No.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentlenmn yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. GARRETT. England has no constitution in the sense
that we have. Does not that make all the difference in the
world? We are restrained or limited by a written Constitution,
and England is not.

Mr, DALLINGER. That is true.

Mr. GARRETT. That is an act of Parlinment, but that act
of Parliament can be repealed at any time. We ought not to
get away from the Constitution.

Mr. DALLINGER. I may say to the gentleman that the
Supreme Court of Wisconsin and the Suprenre Court of Indiana,
in the absence of any such statute, have nevertheless in their
decisions adopted the English rule.

Mr. GARRETT. But there is another provision of the Con-
stitution of the United States, and that is that Congress is the
Jjudge of the qualifications and election of its Members,

Mr. DALLINGER. Certainly; and this is an attempt I may
say to have Congress adopt the English system as a precedent,
in other words to establish a precedent which Congress has
always in the past refused to establish.

Mr, TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. Yes.

Mr. TOWNER. I might make a suggestion in that connec-
tion that every act of Parliament has an equal validity and
forece in Great Britain that our own Constitution has. In other
words, not having a written constitution, the acts of Parlia-
ment are supreme. However, I agree with the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. Garrerr] that whatever may be the condition
that exists, our action is governed by the Constitution, which
says that we have the supreme right and power to determine
the eligibility of those persons who are claiming to have been
elected Members of this body.

Mr. PELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. Yes.

Mr. PELL. I understand that this act of Parliament was
passed just after they seated Col. Luttrell in the Wilkes fight in
England ; that that made such trouble in attempting to seat the
candidate of the minority that this law had to be passed in-
stantly to make the conditions uniform. Is not that so?

Mr. DALLINGER. I understand that to be the fact.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. Yes.

Mr. GARD. I am interested in having the gentleman’s well-
considered information on the phrase contained® in the report of
the committee in respect to previous contests, as is disclosed on
page 6. In the latter part of the quotation there I find the
following:

‘That majority by perversely persisting in casting its vote for one in-
eligible can lose its representation, but never the right to representation
while the Constitution and the Btate governments shall ebdl:ue.

In reading the report I find that the gentleman’s committee
states that the additional fact that the voters of this Wisconsin
district had knowledge of the ineligibility of Mr. Berger, and
still, notwithstanding that, continued to vote for him, did not
present any additional fact why the committee should find in
favor of this contestant.

Mr. DALLINGER. No; it is simply a stronger case under
the English rule.

Mr, GARD. What I am trying to get is the gentleman’s opin-
fon for my own information only. What is meant by the
phrase:

But never the right to representation while the Constitution and
the State governments shall endure.

Mr. DALLINGER. What I think it means is that while
Congress under the Constitution is nmot obliged to seat an in-
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eligible -person, as long as the people of a district persist in
electing an ineligible person, Congress can refuse the right of
that person to a seat in the House, but the House ean not die-
tate whom they shall choose, which we would do if we seated
the man who has a minority of the votes, under any such pre-
cedent as is sought to be established.

Mr. GARD. The phrase—
but never the right to representation—
is the phrase I am seeking information about.

Mr. DALLINGER. They could have a new election, just as
was done here—a special election. A special election was called
and they still persisted in electing the same man. The result
was that when the matter again came before the House, and
without any further reference to a committee, the House re-
fused to seat that man beecause they had alrmdy found that he
was ineligible under the Constitution.

Mr. GARD. The gentlemam's idea is that the right of rep-
resentation is protected by the fact of the ability to cs.Il nn—
other election and elect a suitable man?

Mr. DALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. I will.

Mr. FESS. I understand the position of the committee is
that the representation of the fifth distriet is not denied by act
of Congress, but simply a man's ineligibility to a seat here was
pronounced before the election, and the conduct of the electors
there is responsible for their not having representation?

Mr. DALLINGER. Absolutely, They can be represented
here at any time if they choose to send a person who is eligible.

Mr. FESS. Correct; and it is not the act of Congress which

denies it.

Mr., DALLINGER. No; it is the Constitution of the United
States.

Mr. KEARNS. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. KEARNS. I see both in the majority and minority re-
ports on this case that the statement is made that if the candi-
date is ineligible—disqualified for any reason—and this fact is
known to the electors, it is one of the controlling features. Say
75,000 men and women voted for a particular candidate for
Congress, how would your committee be able to determine—I
am asking this for my information—that those 75,000 voters
knew of this disqualification? It is a pretty big undertaking
for you to determine; and how would you determine it?

Mr. DALLINGER. It certainly would be a difficult task in
some cases.

Mr, KEARNS. The reason I ask this question is that I see
both == majority and the minority report state that as one of
the eswtrolling features,

Mr. DALLINGER. I would say it would ordinarily be very
difficult. I intend to yield to my colleague - [Mr. RaxpaLn of
Wisconsin], who has offered a minority report, and he will—

Mr. KEARNS. He emphasizes that phrase also and makes
that one condition necessary——

Mr. DALLINGER. That is under the English rule.

Mr, KEARNS. But under your rule you put it in as one of
the conditions, and I wondered——

Mr. DALLINGER. Because it is one of the conditions, I may
say to the gentleman from Ohio, precedent to the English rule.

Mr. KEARNS. It is one of the conditions precedent you
muake here, at least the gentleman has embodied it in his report
and says that if this disqualification was known to the people,
and in this case you say it was known, now I just wondered
how you know that.

Mr., MADDEN. I think it would be very easy.

Mr. DALLINGER. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio——

Mr, KEARNS. The gentleman from Illinois does not know
that.

Mr. MADDEN. I do.

Mr. KEARNS. I am talking about a matter of proof. I
know that the general opinion would be that men and women
did know it, but I am asking now as a matter of proof.

Mr. MADDEN. If the notice is sent to the governor that
there is a vacancy, that is proof.

Mr. ROSE. Will the gentleman permit me to answer the
question?

Mr. DALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. ROSE. This is a matter

Mr. KEARNS. I would like to know.

Mr. ROSE. At the time this was heard before the com-
mittee this very question the gentleman has raised was already
before the committee. We took the ground that wilh the
refusal of this Congress to seat Mr. Berger and the fact that
that congressional district was flooded with big posters show-
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ing Victor L. Berger was again a candidate, it was known all
over that district that Victor L. Berger had been indicted and
actually convicted, there was no committee having such knowl-
edge that would not take judicial notice that the Wisconsin
district from which he came absolutely knew that Vietor L.
Berger was not entitled to a seat in this House.

- Mr. KEARNS. I believe that fully answers my question.

Mr. MADDEN. When notice was sent to the governor that
there was a vacancy it was further notice.

Mr, ROSE. Certainly; and the committee considered all of
that, and I have no doubt it will be taken up again in the
minority report.

Mr. KEARNS. But that is the fact.

« Mr. ROSE. Those are the facts.

- Mr. DALLINGER. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio
that in order to be perfectly fair to our colleague who signed
the minority report we wanted to state the facts exactly as they
were, and our position is that assuming that the voters did
knew of, the ineligibility that furnishes no reason whatever
why Congress should adopt this English procedure.

Mr. KEARNS. This Berger case was a very notorious case,
and consequently would be known perhaps to a number of
voters in that distriet, but suppose it had been the case of a
nonresident. There would be no reason to advertise so thor-
oughly as this has been advertised in that distriet. Then how
would you have proof that his nonresidence was known to the
entire electorate of that distriet?

Mr. DALLINGER. I will state to the gentleman that it
would be a question of fact for the Committee on Klections to
determine, but in the case of Bancroft versus Frear the court
held that the fact that the death of the deceased candidate
for attorney general was published in the newspapers of the
distriet was sufficient evidence of the faect that his decease was
known to the electorate.

Mr, KEARNS. The decease in that instance occurred many
days before the election.

Mr. DALLINGER. About a week, if T recollect correetly.

Mr. KEARNS. There has been a different holding entirely
where the death occurred on election day, has there not?

Mr, DALLINGER. I understand so.

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. The gentleman is entirely cor-
rect. Where the death eccurs on the day of election or within a
few days of election, it is held there would be no notice.

Mr. TOWNER. I would like to say that in either event the
committee would be able to justify their conclusion because of
this fact: If Victor Berger had a majority or plurality of the
votes, then Mr. Bodenstab did not, and was not elected, because
he did not have a plurality of the vote. And if Vietor Berger
was not qualified, was not eligible, the same condition would
exist, because then Mr. Bodenstab did not have a majority or
plurality of the votes. So, in either event, the conclusion of the
committee must be the same.

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 20 minutes to my
colleague, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. RaNparL].

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin, Mr. Speaker and gentiemen
of the House, I felt compelled in this particular case to file a
dissenting view to the report of the majority, not because there
was any disagreement as to the faets, but I did feel that I
could not subseribe to the conclusions of law reached by the
majority of the committee, due to the facts existing in this
particular case.

As has been called to the attention of the Hnnse in the dis-
cussion here, the Constitution of the United States provides that
“each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and
qualifications of its own Members.” The duty imposed upon
the House when a question arises ag to who is elected as a
Representative is judicial in character, and therefore the de-
termination of the House should be reached after a careful
consideration of the evidence, the facts and the law applicable
to the particular case, depending upon the precedents of the
House as well as the decisions of the various courts. And it
seems to me that the same consideration should be given to
these things as is given by the judge upon the bench.

Now, under the so-called English rule, if the voters have
actual or constructive notice of the ineligibility of the candidate,
then the votes cast for such ineligible candidate are held to be
thrown away, and the eligible candidate receiving the minority
of the votes, is entitled to the election. The suggestion has heen
made that this is purely because of the declaration of Parlia-
ment. Now. in a discussion of a case of this kind, either by
filing a report or upon the floor, it is impossible, and it would be
wearisome to bring up all of the decisions, but a careful ex-
amination of the decisions brings this conclusion, that not only
do the legislative decisions of Parliament declare this rule but
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also the decisions of the courts of England and the decisions of
the courts and of Parlinment as well, as I understand them, are
not based upon any declaration of Parliament. In other words
the courts and the legislative authorities of England have
unanimously held to this rule from the earliest time up to date.

Now, the rule that has been affirmed by the majority of the
courts in the United States is that the majority or plurality
of the votes cast at a popular election for a person ineligible to
the office, for which such votes are cast, does not confer any
right or title to the office upon such ineligible candidate. How-
ever, such votes will be effectual to prevent the election of an
eligible candidate who received the next highest number of votes,
4in the absence of proof that the votes cast for the ineligible
candidate were given by the electors with the full knowledge
or notice, either actual or constructive, of his ineligibllity or
disqualification.

The gquestion of whether or not the House of Representatives
- will follow this rule to the extent of holding that the votes

cast for an ineligible candidate where the ineligibility is known
‘to all the voters, will be held to be thrown away, and whether

or not the minority candidate, being the eligible candidate, hav-

ing received the next highest number of votes, will be seated, is
a question that heretofore has never been presented to the
House.

Now, the decision of the majority rests upon a number of
cases that are cited in their report, and I want to just scan those
cases very briefly. The case that is relied upon most is that of
Smith against Brown, which was decided in the Fortieth Con-
gress, and that was the case where the contestant claimed that
the contestee had been guilty of disloyalty and was consequently
ineligible. But I call your attention to the fact that the specific
act of disloyalty was a letter written by the contestee to a news-
paper in Louisville, Ky., in 1861, six years before the election.
And it is manifest to everyone that the voters of that district
could not have had notice of this act of disloyalty, even if it
were proved. And so, after a full discussion of the facts in the
case and an examination of the English authorities as well as
the American authorities, the majority opinion decided that
“the case did not come within the law of the British Parlia-
ment for want of a sufficient notice to the electors at the polls
of an ineligibility known and fixed by law.”

In the Kentucky case of McKee against Young, decided in the
Fortieth Congress, the question of ineligibility was not an issue
in the case at all, because, as the majority report and the
minority view call attention to, the report was based upon en-
tirely different grounds, namely, whether or not the contestee
was actually elected. Then there came along another group of
cases that may be called the “ polygamy cases.” One of them
is Maxwell against Cannon, in the Forty-third Congress, where
there is no proof that the voters knew of Cannon's disqualifica-
tion, namely, that he was a polygamist, and the matter of notice
to the electors of such ineligibility was not discussed in the
opinion, Imn the Utah case of Campbell against Cannon, decided
in the Forty-third Congress, the main point at issne was the
status of a Delegate in reference to qualifications, and nowhere
in the case is there any proof of notice to the electors of the
ineligibility of Mr. Cannon, and there is no discussion of notice
to the electors of such disqualification.

One other case is that of Lowry against White, decided in the
Tiftieth Congress, where the only disqualification alleged was
the fact that the candidate elected was not a citizen. And in
‘this ease a careful examination shows that there is no proof of,
or discussion of, notice to the electors of the alleged inellgihllity
of the contestee.

Now, in the case that we are considering, it must be conceded
by everybody that after the House of Representatives held
Victor Berger to be ineligible, and also declared a vacancy and
the governor of Wisconsin called a special election, that the
calling of this election in itself was notice to all the voters of
the ﬂfth district of Wisconsin that Victor Berger was in-
eligible.

Not only that, but there was the further fact that Mr. Berger
had been convicted at Chicago, and that conviction in itself was
notice to the voters of the district that he was ineligible. Now,
there are two States—

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield there?

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin, Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. I do not wish to be under-
stood as defending Mr, Berger, but does the gentleman mean to
impiy by his remarks that the conviction of Mr., Berger, while
an apppeal to the Supreme Court was pending, would ipso facto
disqualify him from holding office?

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. In answer I will say that until
the appeal is decided the conviction stands as a verity,

Mr, JOHNSON of Mississippi. I beg to differ with the gentle-
man. You have -a similar case pending now in the Newberry
case. The courts have never held that that disqualifies a man,
It acts as a supersedeas so long as an appeal is pending.

Mr. PELL. It makes a difference whether he is 0 Republican
or a Socialist.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. I do not wish, however, to be
understood as defending Mr, Berger.

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin, I can cite you decisions which
show that such a state of facts creates an ineligibility,

i Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippl. One other question along that
ne.

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. Very well.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippl. The only authority that we
have for unseating Mr. Berger is not the fact that he was con-
victed, but a constitutional prerogative given to us that we may
judgetuf who shall sit or shall not sit, whether he is convicted
or not.

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. T understand that perfectly,
and I think I have made the position clear that the House had
declared him ineligible and the voters of the district had notice
of that. But there was the further fact of his conviction.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. Yes.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. I think the gentleman will agree that
the courts have held repeatedly that the right of appeal, so
called, is merely a privilege. The appeal is not a matter of
right., The decision of a nisi prius court is the determination
of the case. There may be the privilege of an appeal, but the
original decision of a court having full jurisdiction was the
termination of the case. When Mr. Berger was convicted he
was convicted, but he had a further chance to go before an
appellate court.

Mr, JOHNSON of Mississippi. So is the franchise a privi-
lege, not a right. The man gets that privilege by compliance
with certain laws. Dut that is not a right; it is a privilege

Alr. DEWALT. Mr, Speaker, will the gentlemman yield?

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. Yes; I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. DEWALT. Am I correct about this—the fact of the
trial and conviction of Mr. Vietor Berger has nothing to do
with this case?

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin, You are correct.

Mr. DEWALT. Second, it is a basie principle that all people
are presumed to know the law. Is not that true?

Mr, RANDALL of Wisconsin, It is so declared.

Mr. DEWALT. Now, Congress passed a resolution which is
a part of the law of the United States, and immediately upon
its passage everybody in the State of Wisconsin, as well as
everybody in the United States, is presumed to know that fact?

Mr, RANDALL of Wisconsin. I presume that is correct also.

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. Yes.

Mr. EMERSON. But if the higher court had determined that
Mr. Berger was not guilty, Mr. Berger would be qualified?

Mr. CHINDELOAL Not in the opinion of Congress,

Mr. EMERSON. Technically he would be qualified to sit in
this House, so far as he was concerned.

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. It would depend on the deter-
nrination of Congress if he was qualified.

_Mr. EMERSON. But it is not in our power to reject any
man who was qualified at the time of his election.

Mr. PELL. Would you contend that Victor Berger was en-
titled to sit in Congress until this resolution was repealed, either
by this or a future Congress? ‘

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin, I do. The situation was this:
The Congress having declared him ineligible because of the fact
that he had given aid and comfort to the enemies of the country
under the provisions of the fourteenth amendment that ineli-
gibility never ceases until such ineligibility is removed by a vote
of Congress.

Mr. PELL. But all that we said was that he was ineligible.
Our resolution did not suggest any reason.

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. Oh, yes, The resolution de-
clared that he came within the provisions of the fourteenth
anrendment becaunse he had taken the cath previously, and sub-
sequent to taking the oath he had given aid and comfort to the
enemy.

Now, gentlemen of the House. I do not wish to take up more
of your time, except to eall your attention to this, that, as I
stated before, the guestion before you is entirely a new situa-
tion, because it is my belief that the Congress has never in any
of the cases had a case where the ineligibility of the candidate
was known to the veters.

It is true that in these opinions and in the opinions of many
of the courts there is considerable obiter dicta and declara-

.
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tions about what the law is, but it is a well-known fact that
expressions of opinion that are unnecessary to the decision in
the case in which they are made are merely expressions of
opinion and are not law. They may be cited, of course, to
argue and to prove your contention, but they are not binding
as authority and are obiter dicta.

Now, after Victor Berger was barred from this House he went
back to the people of the fifth Wisconsin distriet, and the issue
was whether or not he was eligible to his seat in the House, and
he made his campaign upon this basis, and the evidence and the
testimony in the case shows that Mr, Bodenstab made the cam-
paign upon the fact that Mr, Berger was ineligible to his seat
in the House, so that the issue was very plain.

Now, I do mot want to place myself in the position of not
conceding that the majority have not the right to govern in this
country, but I do take this position: That where the voters
have notice of the ineligibility of the candidate they have no
right to willfully go about to defeat the law of the land by
electing a Member who is disqualified, and the voters of the
fifth Wisconsin district knew at this special election that when
they cast a vote for Victor Berger that if he received a majority
of the votes to the Sixty-sixth Congress the Sixty-sixth Con-
gress would certainly exclude him from membership in the
House. Now, I want to read very briefly from just one opinion
to show you the situation. It seems to me that the doctrine
enunciated in Bancroft against Frear, a Wisconsin case, is en-
tirely applicable to this one. Here is what the court said:

Elections are held for the purpose of selecting officers, not for the
gurpose of creating a vacaney to the end that the place may be filled

y appointment or even by a new election. The function of the voter
is to express an affirmative choice of some femn ; not to content him-
self with merely expressing his disapproval of certain candidates. If
a vote for a man known by the voter to be dead can be counted, then a
vote for a stick or a stone or for the *man in the moon,” as sald in
the English case, should be counted. It is true that in this country
the mnfcritf rules, but the majority should not s})umue a policy of mere
negation., If J‘r)epersist in voting for
candidates notorion t;.u:msn:a}e to the
office at all. The illustration may be somewhat far-fetched, but in-
stances have occurred in England where an ineligible candidate for a
member of Parliament received a majority of votes cast at election
after election, and such occurrences are by no means impossible in this
country.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi.
am very much interested in this.
Mr, RANDALL of Wisconsin.

Mississippi.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. That would be true in this
case if Berger had been convicted and that conviction had been
sustained by the United States Supreme Court. Then he would
have been dead so far as his civil rights as a citizen were con-
cerned——

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. So far as the House of Repre-
sentatives is concerned——

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Let me finish, And the House
of Representatives would have been without authority to seat
him, for the reason that the Constitution of the United States
requires a man to be a citizen of the United States before he
can be eligible as a Member here. He would have lost his citi-
zenship by his eonviction.

Mr, RANDALL of Wisconsin. But when the House of Repre-
sentatives declined to give him a seat and declared him in-
eligible, he was legally dead so far as being eligible to be re-
turned to the House of Representatives was concerned, unless
the House of Representatives at some future time should grant
to him a manifesto of freedom.

Mr, JOHNSON of Mississippi. Now, just one more question,
and I will not interrupt the gentleman any more. The gentle-
man does not coniend that the resolution that we passed here
is law, does he?

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. I certainly do.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. I think the gentleman is very
much mistaken, because a law can not be enacted until it
passes both Houses. What we passed here is a resolution af-
fecting the right of a man to a seat in this House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time - the gentleman has
expired,

Mr, DALLINGER. How much time have I remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman has 10 minutes,

Mr. DALLINGER. 1 yield three minutes more to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin,

Mr. FREAR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. I yield.

Mr, FREAR. A very important question was raised by the
case cited by the gentleman, which question was never deter-
mined by the Supreme Court of Wisconsin, and I ask the gen-
tleman’s opinion on that. Of course, in the case of Tucker, who
committed suicide, there was no question but what the people

the m:fority ghould contumaciou
ineligible, it might not

Will the gentleman yield? I

I yield to the gentleman from

knew it and voted for him intelligently, and the court felt thaf
it was a travesty to canvass that vote. But what would be the
gituation if only 100 votes had been cast for Bancroft? That
is, a scattering and immaterial vote. Would the same theory
hold good; the man receiving the majority having died or
ceased to be eligible, would the minority candidate, who was
in such a hopeless minority, be entitled to take the place?

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. I take thigs position, that
where the ineligibility is notorious, and it must be held that
the voters had actual notice of that ineligibility, the size of
the vote cuts no figure, because if the majority, knowing the
ineligibility, who choose to vote for an ineligible candidate, are
in the same position as voters who remain at home, If they
will not cast votes that can be counted, then they are in no
position to complain that those who go to the polls and vote
for an eligible candidate decide the election.

Mr. FREAR. Then a candidate receiving scattering votes
would be entitled to the seat if he had the largest number of
scattering votes, and if he was eligible?

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. Provided, of course, that there
is actnal or constructive notice of the ineligibility of the other
candidate.

Ar. FREAR. That is conceded.
pass on that.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. I yield to the gentleman from
YVirginia.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Would not the gentleman be driven
to admit that a man receiving only one vote would be entitied
to the seat if the other man was assumed to be ineligible?

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. The gentleman understands
from his experience that there are many election precincts and
many elections where only a very small minority of the voters
go to the polls, and so I say that trying to reduce it to the
irreducible minimum of one vote makes no difference with the
principle involved.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. If I may say so to the gentleman,
it strikes me as rather astonishing that we should be put in the
position that his reasoning could bring him to the conclusion
that it might be possible for one voter to select a Representative
in Congress,

Mr. CHINDBLOM. If the gentleman will yield, we had a
case in Chicago where I think 50 votes elected a man to the
bench as a judge. In a large election he was the only man who
got any votes.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. What was in my mind—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from
Wisconsin has expired. :

Mr. DALLINGER. I understand I have six minufes remain-
ing.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Seven minutes.

Mr. DALLINGER. I yield six minutes to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr, Rosg]. !

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I was
convinced at the conclusion of the hearing before our com-
mittee in the contested-election case of Bodenstab against Berger,
that it would take up considerable time in this House when
the matter was brought before you for determination. The
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Raxparr] has presented a
minority report which to my mind considers every question in
the contest which was raised before the committee during the
hearing of the case, and has brought to our attention certain
matters that should be carefully considered. The claim is made
that the matters submitted in the minority views have never
been squarely before the House ; with this view I can not agree.
I might say that the committee is in entire accord as to the
returns made by the several election boards, but the majority
of the committee is not willing to recommend the setting aside
of the long-established rule of the House.

I want to say that every question the gentleman has raised
in the minority views, which accompanies this report, has been
considered by the House, and especially were the matters raised
by him disposed of in the former election contest in which
Vietor L. Berger figzured. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
RAxpALL] deserves the gratitude of the House for the very anhle
report he has filed in this case, and wherein are the reasons
upon which he bases his claim for the seating of Mr, Bodenstub
as a Member of the House. The whole ground upon which he
raises his contention is the fact that the voters of the fifth
Wisconsin district knew at the time of the election last Novem-
ber that Victor L. Berger was ineligible to a seat in this House
and that, therefore. it was the duty of your committee to
punish the voters of the fifth Wisconsin district by setting
aside all of the votes cast for Victor L. Berger and recommend-
ing the election of Bodenstab, notwithstanding the fact that no

The Supreme Court did not
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claim was made before the committee that there was fraud
committed at the election. The election officers performed their
duties and there was no charge of fraud against the electors
‘themselves. We are now asked to follow the English rule and
‘seat n man who did not receive a majority of the votes cast,
‘there being but two candidates voted for at the election in
November, 1920, in the fifth eongressional district of Wisconsin.

We have before us the action by the House in the contested-
election case of Carney against Berger, and it will be re-
membered that notwithstanding the faet that Mr, Berger re-
ceived a plurality of the votes cast In which Mr. Carney was
a candidate, that the House refused to seat Mr. Berger and
‘also denied the right of Mr. Carney to be seated as a Member
‘of the House. This House never has, and in my opinion never
\will, adopt the English rule, and your committee has followed
{the long line of precedents in the present ease and have recom-
mended that Mr. Bodenstab be denied the right to a seat in the
House.

Mr, DAVIS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROSE. T will

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Is it not a fact that in the con-
tested-election case of Carney against Berger neither any mem-
ber of the Elections Committee nor any Member of the House
insisted that Carney was entitled to be seated?

Mr. ROSE. The gentleman is entirely right. The committee
did bring in a report that Berger was ineligible and that
Carney did not have a right to a seat in the House for the
reason that he did not receive a plurality of the votes cast
in the election in which they were candidates. This House
and this eommittee would stultify itself by concluding in the
one case that Carney was not entitled to his seat and in
another case of like kind conclude that Bodenstab would be
entitled to a seat simply for the reason that the conduect of Mr.
Berger was more widely known.

In the present contested-election case every member of the
committee, including the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. Rax-
parr, who presented the minority views, agree that all of the
voters in the fifth election district of Wisconsin knew that
Victor L. Berger was not eligible to occupy & seat in this
House.

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROSE. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. REED of West Virginia. My colleague does not mean
to insist that 2 man must have a majority of votes cast to get a
seat in Congress.

Mr. ROSE. Ob, no; a man may secure a seat in Congress by
a plurality of votes, as there might be gquite a nomber of
candidates and no candidate Bave a majority of the votes ecast.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. That would be governed by
the State from which he came.

Mr. ROSE. That is true in many instances, although the
House has entire eontrol of its membership.

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Would not a plarality be
suflicient if the votes of Berger had been divided?

Mr. ROSE. Oh, certainly. A plurality of votes is sufficient
where there are meore than two candidates, but in the case of
Carney against Berger and in the case of Bodenstab against
Berger neither of the contestants received a majority or plu-
rality of the votes cast in the several elections. The committee
does not see its way clear to break away from the established
rules of the House, and therefore ask you to adopt the resolu-
tion offered by the chairman in the report “led by him.

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. Raxparr] for the sole purpose of offering
a substitute.

Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol-
Jowing substitute:

The Clerk read as fol'ows:

Resolved, That Henry H, Bodenstab was duly elected a Member
of Congga from the fifth congressional district of Wisconsin to the
Bixty-s Congress on the 19th day of December, 1919, and that he
is (;ngtled to a seat in the House of Repreaentntirex as such Repre-
seniative.

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I think that this matter has
been discussed a sufficient length of time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the original resolution and the substitute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. LoNeworTH). The gentle-
man from Massachusetts moves the previous question on the
resolution and substitute.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the subsii-
tute offered by the gentleman from WWisconsin.

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. RANDALL of Wigconsin, Mr. Speaker, I make the point
of no quorum. P

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
makes the point of no quorum, and the Chair will count.
[After counting.] One hundred and seven Members present;
not a quorum; the Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Ser-
geant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will call
the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 8, nays 304,

answered “present” 1, not voting 115, as follows:

YEAS—8. 1
Esch Kleczka Monghsn, Wis,  Raker
Griffin Lampert Nelson, Wis, Randall, Wis,
NAYS—304.
Ackerman Evans, Nebr, Layton Rose
on Fairfield Lazaro Rouse
ﬁggws, Nebr, ;errts Callllf. Rowe
oy C Sanders, Ind.
Aswell Fields Lesher Sanford
Ayres Fish Linthieum Schall
Babka Fisher Little Seott
Bankhead Focht Longworth Bells
Barbour Fordney Luce Bherwood
Eee Foster i.nﬂdn E{n-ere
Frear uhring egel
Bﬁ Freem AMeArthur Sims
Benham French MeClintic Sinclair
Black Tler McDuflie Sinnott
Bland, Ind. Gallagher \leFadden Sisson -
Bland, Mo. Gallivan MeGlennon Slem
Bland, Va. Ganly cKenzie Bmal
Blanton Gard MeKinley Smith, Idaho
Boles Glynn cLane Smith, Mich,
Bowers Godwin, N. €, McLaughlin, Mich.Smithwick
Box 8 Goodykoonts  MeTsod o " Bagder
0X
Brand Grabam, I1L. McPherson Bteagall
Brigss Green, Towa acGregor Stedman
Brinson Greene, ann, I11. Stephens, Miss,
Brooks, 111, Greene, Vi. M 1d L) Ohio
Brooks, Griest Mapes Stevenson
Browne Hadley Btoll
Buchanan Hardy, Cole. Htrong, Kans.
Burdick ' Merritt Spmmers, Wash.
Burke o Michencr Sumners, Tex,
Burroughs Haugen Miller
Butler Haw illigan Swindall
Hayden Minahan, N. J.
Campbell, Kans. Hays ondell Tagne
bell, Pa. Hernandez Moore, Ohlo Taylor, Ark,
Cantrill Hersey Moore, Va. Tay!lor, Colo,
Caraway Hickey Moores, Ind Taylor, Tenn.
Carss Hicks Mott K Temple
Carter Hoch Mudd Thompson
Chindblom H Murphy Tilman
Chris Holland Nelson, Me. Tilson
Clark, Fla, Houghton Newton, Mo, Timberlake
Coady Howar O’Connell Tincher
Cole Huddleston O’Connor Tink
Collier H F Ofden Towner
Connally Hull, lowa Oldfield Treadway
Cooper Hull, Tenn. Oliver alle
Crago H hreys Olney Venable
Cramton Hutchinson Osborne Vestal
sp I O Vinson
Cullen Ireland Padgett Volk
ie, Mich. Jaco Pal Volstead
James, Va. Ward
Dallinger Jefferis Parker Wason
Darrow Johnson, ﬁa A
Davis, Minn, Johnson, 8. Patterson Watson
Davis, Tenn, Johnson, 8. Dak. Pell Weaver
Dempsey J » . Perlman Wi
Denison Jones, Pa Peters Welling
Dewalt Jones, Tex, Pou aley
Dickinson, Iowa rns Purnell Wheeler
Dickinson, Mo, Keller Whkite, Kans,
Dominick K , Pa. deliffe White, Me
Doremus Kendall Bamdn:ﬂer
Dowell Kettner Ran , Calif, Wilson, Ill,
Drane Kiess Ransley Wilson,
Drewry Kincheloa Rayburn Wilson, Pa.
Dupré Reber mﬁ
lagan Kinkald Reed, W. Va. Winslow
Eagle EKnutson Rhodes Woodds, Va.
Be Kraus Ricketts Wright
Edmonds Kreider Robinson, N. C. Xates
Hiliott Langley Robsion, Ky. Young, N. Dak.
Emerson Lanham Rogrrs Young, Tex.
Evans, Mont. Lankford Romjue Zihlman
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1.
Benson
NOT VOTING—115.
Anderson Cnpitéf Garner Juul
Andrews, Md. Costello Garrett Kahn
Ashbrook Crowther Goldfogle Kelley, Mich
Bacharach Curry, Callf, 3 1l ennedy, Iowa
Baer Davey Goodwin, Ark, Kenncdy, R. L
Barkley Gould Kitehin
Britten Donovan Graham, Pa Larsen
Brumbangh Dooling Hamill Lee, Ga.
Byrnes, 8, C. Doughton Hamilton Lon
Caldwell Dunbar rreld McAndrews
mcn.nuler B;;nn gastlngs Mcgquch
non er ersman ch.eown
Carew Ellsworth Hill MceKiniry
Case Elston Hudspeth Ma
Clark, Mo. Evans, Nev. Husted Magee
Classon Flood James, Mich. Maher
Gandy Johaston, N, Y.  Major
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Mann, B. C, Porter Ruclker Sullivan Mr, McCLINTIC. Errors in figures?
T 1 T M. GOOD. Yes
Moutggue uﬂ'ing:}f John W, Sanﬁer:: N.Y. Vare The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
Moon Ramsey Scully “;m There was no objection.
ey yo s P S L Walters Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist upon
ngeelz. - Ridd d:l:; ’ Smith; N. Welty its disagreement to the Senate amendment No. 152.
: Nlchollé e %lo?irenberg steeneerm Wood, Ind, The metlon was agreed to.
.. Nolan Rowan Stiness Woodyard OMNIRUS PENSION BILLS—CONFERENCE REPORTS,
- Fhelan Lubey Stroog, I'a. Mr. SELLS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report

So the substitute resolution was rejected.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

Until further notice:

Mr., AxprEws of Maryland with Mr, BExsox.

Mr. MappEx with Mr. Froop.

Mr. WALsH with Mr, MoNTAGUE.

Mr., Masox with Mr., GARRETT.

Mr. Macee with Mr. Byexes of South Carolina.

Mr, Woop of Indiana with Mr. RUcCKER.

Mr. RopENsERG with Mr. McAXDEEWS,

AMr. Dyer with Mr. MaJog.

Mr. Caxvox with Mr. Saxpers of Louisiana.

Mr., Kexxepy of Rhode Island with Mr. Uprsmaw,

Mr. Harrerp with Mr. LEg of Georgia.

Mr. Saota of Illinois with Mr. ASHERCOK.

Mr. Voigr with Mr. HeEzsaaN.,

Mr. Saxpers of New York with Mr. MooxEY.

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. LARSEN.

Mr. Rmooick with Mr. NEgLY.

Mr. Axperson with Mr, Wise

Mr. Juvn with Mr, CANDLER.

Mr. CrowrHER wWith Mr. NrcHOLLS.

Mr. Gooparr with Mr. MARTIN.

Mr, StroxG of Pennsylvania with Mr. CARgw.

Mr. REEp of New York with Mr. BARKLEY.

Mr. Duxspar with Mr. CLEARY.

Mr. Newrox of Minnesota with My, SABATH.

Mr, Kernrey of Michigan with Mr. RIoRDAN.

Mr. SteExERsoN with Mr. DoorLine.

My, McCurrocH with Mr. HasTiNgs.

Mr. JauEes of Michigan with Mr. Jounstox of New York.

Mr. Erstox with Mr. Gaxpy.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

A quorum being present, the doors were opened.

The SPEAKEIR pro tempore. The question is on the resolu-
tion offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, Dar-
LINGER].

The resolution was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. DALLINGER, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table.

SUNDREX CIVIL APPROPEIATION BILL.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference repert
upon tl» bill (H. R, 15422) making appropriations for the sundry
civil expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30,
1922, and for other purposes, and I ask unanimous consent to
recongider the vote by which the House receded from its dis-
agreement to Senate amendment No. 151 and concurred in the
same.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Iowa calls
up the conference report upon the sundry civil appropriation
bill and asks unanimous consent that the House reconsider the
vote by which it receded from ifs disagreement to Senate
amendiment No. 151 and concurred in the same. Is there ob-
jection?

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeet,
what is the amendment?

Mr. GOOD. An error was made by the Clerk in fignring up
the totals In two different amendments.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOOD. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House insist upon
its disagreement to Senate amendment No. 151.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent that
the House reconsider the vote by which it receded from dis-
agreement to Senate amendment No. 152 and concurred in the
same,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Towa asks
unanimous consent that the House reconsider the vote by which
it receded from its disagreement to Senate amendment No.
152 and concurred in the same. Is there objection?

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeet,
is r.htq a similar amendment? I

. GOOD, Yes,

upon the bill (H. R. T775) grasting pensions and increase of
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army
and Navy and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than
' the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, which
| I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read the conference report.

. (For conference report see pp. 1052-1053, House proceedings,
| REcorp of January 6, 1621.)

' Mr. SELLS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the con-
ference report.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
| ot the gentleman from Tennessee to adopt the conference re-
. port.,

The motion was agredd to,

Mr. SELLS. Mr. Speaker, I ecall up the conference report
upon the bill (H. R. 9281) granting pensions and increase of
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army
.and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than
the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors,
' which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read the conference report:

(For conference report see pp. 1050-1052, House proceedings
Itecorp of January 6, 1921.)

Mr. SELLS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the con-
ference report.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. SELLS. Mr. Speaker, T call up the conference report
upon the bill (H. R. 10515) granting pensions and Inerease of
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army
and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than
the Civil War, and to widows of such seldlers and sailors,
which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read the conference report.

(For conference reporl see pp. 1053-1054, House proceedings,
Recorp of January 6, 1921.)

Mr. SELLS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the con-
ference report.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr, SELLS. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the conference report
upon the bill (H. R, 11554) granting pensions and increase of
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army
and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than
the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors,
which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read the conference report.

(For conference report see pp. 1054-1056, House proceedings,
Recorp of January 6, 1921.)

Mr. SELLS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the confer-
ence report.

Mr, RICKETTS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SELLS. Yes.

Mr. RICKETTS. How many of these bills have been pending:
in the Senate sinee the last session of Congress adjourned?

Mr, SELLS. None of them have been pending in the Senate.

Mr. RICKETTS. I mean in the Senate committee. How
many were held ap there gince the last session of Congress?

Mr. SELLS. A conference was asked for in the closing days
of the second session. They have been held up until recently,
when the conferees got together. X

Mr. RICKETTS. How many pensions allowed in those bills
by the House were cut ount on account of the provisions in the
Sells bill and the Fuller bill?

My. SELLS, Practieally all of the bill that were eliminated
by the Senate were, by reason of the passage of the act of June
5, 1920, which took care, as the gentleman knows, of all the
disabled Spanish War soldiers.

Mr. RICKETTS, Many pensions that were allowed (o sol-
diers and widows and their dependents by the House have been
cut out and people who were entitled to those pensions will
have to wait until the matter can be heard in the department
before many of them are granted. Is not that true?

Mr. SELLS. As a matter of fact, I assume that a great ma-
jority of these claimants who had special bills peinding have

filed their application for pension long ago and will get a pen-
sion beginning from the date of the filing of the applicaticn?
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Mr. RICKETTS. That will be true if they are filed; but if
they are not filed they will not get a pension until the filing and
it will date from the date of filing.

Mr, SELLS. No.

Mr. RICKETTS. Well, I am not criticizing the gentleman
at all. I think the gentleman has done everything possible {o
hurry the bills along, but I do criticize the method in which
pension claims have been handled in the Senate. It seems to
me they wait too long over there and many of my constituents
granted pensions by this House have died before the Senate
would give consideration. I do not think that is fair to the
people of the country who are entitled to pensions and which
have been granted in the House,

Mr., SELLS. The gentleman is not frying to hold us re-
sponsible?

Mr, RICKETTS. I am not; I exonerate the gentleman from
all blame.

Mr, SELLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of the con-
ference report.

The question was taken, and the conference report was
adopted.

ADDITIONAL CLERKS, COMMITTEE QN. ENROLLED BILLS.

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire recognition for the
presentation of some privileged reports. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent for the present consideration of this reso-
lution, which was not reported by the committee.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the
resolution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 692,

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be,
and he is hereby. authorized to employ such additional clerks as may
be necessary during the remainder of this session of Co:t:gresa, the
payment of services not to exceed $200, to be paid out of the contin-
gent fund of the House,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. IRELAND., Mr. Speaker, this is the usual perfunciory
resolution, and I move its adoption.

The question was taken, and the resolution was adopted.

GERTRUDE I. JEMISON.

Mr. TRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consid-
eration of the privileged resolution which I send to the Clerk's
desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 685.

Resolped, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay¥, out of the contingent
fund of the House, to Gertrude I. Jemison, clerk to the late Hon.
Frep L. BLackMox, a Representative in Congress from Alabama at the
time of his death, February 8, 1921, the sum of $186.68, being an
amount egqual to one month's salary of a clerk of a Hepresentative in
Congress,

The committee amendment was read, as follows:

On page 1, line 6, after the figures “ 1586.66,” strike out * being an
amount equ.nj to one month’s salary of a clerk of a Representative in
Congress " and insert: “Ard Hugh B. Fitzgerald, also clerk to the late
Hon, Fred L. Blackmon, the sum of $120, these amounts being equal
to one month's galary drawn by each as such clerk,” so that the amended
resolution will read:

“ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund
of the House, to Gertrnde I. Jemison, clerk to the late Hon. Fred L.
Blackmon, a Representative in Congress from Alabama at the time of
his death, February 8, 1921, the sum of $166.66, and Hugh B. Fitzgerald,
also clerk to the late Hon. Fred L. Blackmon, the sum of §120, these
gums being equal to one month's salary drawn by each as such clerks.”

Mr. MANN of Illinois. This amounts to over $300 a month.
So that Includes the bonus? -

Mr. IRELAND, Yes, sir. Both the names and the amounts
were verified by the Clerk.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. That would include the bonus?

Mr. IRELAND. Yes.

The question was taken, and the committee amendment was
agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to,

ERNEST WOLF.
Mr. IRELAND. Mr, Speaker, I ask consideration of the privi-
leged resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the reso-
lution.

The Clerk read as follows:
House resolotion 66GS.

Resolved, That there shall be pald out of the contingent fund of the
House to Ernest Wolf, brother of August G. Wolf, late an employee of
the House of Representatives, & sum equal to six months of his com-

ensation as such employee, and an additional amount, not exceeding
250, to defray the expenses of the funeral of said August G. Wolf.

The committee amendment was read, as follows:

In line 2, after the word * to,” strike out the words " Ernest Wolf,
blilibiu:lel‘; and insert in lien thereof the words ** the estate,” so that it
will read:

“ Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the
House to the estate of August G. Wolf, ete.”

The guestion was taken, and the committee amendment was
agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

PRINCE L. BOOHER,

Mr, IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged
resolution, which I send to the Clerk's desk.
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the reso-
lation.
The Clerk read as follows:
House resolution 660.

Resgolved, That the Clerk of the House of Regreeentativea be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of
the House, to Prince 1. Booher the sum of $228.33 and to H. M, Booher
the sum of $78.33, the same being the amount received by them per
month as clerks to the late Charles F. Booher, a Representative in Con-
gress from Missourl at the time of his death, January 21, 1921,

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to.
B. E. MOORE.

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I offer another privileged reso-
lution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the reso-
lution.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 652,

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the
House to B. E. Moore the sum of $585, being compensation at the rate
of $65 per month from September 1, 1919, to May 31, 1920, h'u:lusiu'eé

for services rendered in the file room of the Ilouse under direction o
the Clerk.

The substitute was read, as follows:

Resolved, That there shall be pald ont of the contingent fund of the
House to B. E. Moore the sum of $300, being compensation from Sep-
tember 1, 1919, to May 31, 1920, inclusive, for additional services ren-
dered in the file room of the House under direction of the Clerk.

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, this resolution was provoked
by the fact that a young man in the employ of the Sixty-fifth
Congress in the file room was retained over in the Sixty-sixth,
but could secure no patronage to continue. In the Sixty-fifth
Congress he was drawing $1,500 a year, or some like amount,
and was reduced to $60 a month. It was deemed necessary by
the Clerk of the House to retain his services to instruct the new
employees, and the Clerk of the House promised the young man
that he would try to secure compensation for the additional
services rendered, due to his reduced remuneration. This reso-
lution is the result of our anxiety to sustain the Clerk in his
attitude.

The committee, on the recommendation of the Clerk, reduced
the amount, as the amendment indicates.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the committee substitute.

The substitute was agreed to.

The resolution as amended by the substitute was agreed to.

THOMAS F. FARRELL.

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I offer another privileged reso-
lution.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois offers another
privileged resolution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 686,

Resolved, That Thomas F, Farrell be appointed special messenger to
gerve in and about the House, under the direction of the Doorkeeper,
at a salary of $1,180 per year, to be paid out of the contingent fund
of the House until otherwise provided for.

Also the following committee amendment was read:

After the comma at the end of line 3, Insert the words: “in llen
of the amount be is now receiving.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The vesolution as amended was agreed to.
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OFL. PORTRAIT OF FORMER SPEARER THEODORE M. POMEROY.

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I offer another privileged reso-
Tation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

« resolution.
The Clerk read as follows:
Hounse resolution 380.

Resolved, That the Commlittee on the Library of the House of Repre-
gentatives is hereby autborized and divected to engage an artist of
reputation and ability to paint an oll portrait of the late Homn. Theo-
dore M. Pomeroy, of New York, former Speaker of the House of Rep-
resenfatives in. the TFortieth Langress. and to. place same in_ the
Bpeaker's Lobby, at a cost not to exceed $2,000, which sum shall be
pald out of the contlngent fund of the House of Representatives,

Mr. IRELAND. Mr, Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
it appears that in the Fortieth Congress Mr. Speaker Schayler
Colfax, of Indiana, resigned his office as Speaker on Mareh 3,
18G9, and a successor was elected, namely, Mr, Speaker Theo-
(dore Pomeroy, of New York. The reason for it no doubt was
found in that former Speaker Colfax had been elected Vice
President of the United States and had certain duties to per-
form preliminary to taking that office, and Mr. Pomeroy, of
New York, was elected to fill the unexpired term. A commit-
tee fnformed the President and the Senate of his election, and
all requirements of a regular election of a Speaker were com-
plied with. It appears that, due to the short time that he was
in office, the traditions of the House were not followed, and
that Mr. Pomeroy's portrait does not appear in the Speaker’s
lobby. .Under an anxiety to do justice to all who have so served
and so well served this House, the committee felt that the
House would not desire to violate any of its traditions in this
matter, and so reported this resolution favorably.

I have an arrangement with the chairman of the Committee
on the Library whereby he has agreed not to grant this com-
mission or make a charge upon the contingent fund of the
House until near the close of the coming session of Congress,
S0 an apparent extravagance will not deplete our contingent
fund when we are so pressed as we are at present.

Mr. BLANTON, Will the gentleman yield?

‘Mr, IRELAND. I yield.

Mr. BLANTON. This distinguished Speaker served one day,
Is thot the fact?

Mr. IRELAND.

Mr., BLANTON.

The Clerk will report the

Yes, sir.
He served from the 3d of March to the 4th

of March?
Mr. IRELAND. I believe that is compuftable,
Mr, BLANTON. And we have a distinguished Member of the

House who during the absence of our present Speaker served
very faithfully and ably—the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. Warsm]. He served probably several weeks of time.
[Applause.]

Mr, Speaker, I raise the point of order that this resolution
is not privileged in coming from the Committee on Accounts,
This is not under the rules of the House a privileged resolution.

Mr. IRELAND, Mr. Speaker, I submit it is clearly a privi-
iieged resolution, and draws from the centingent fund of the

ouse,

Mr. BLANTON. It is a matter of legislation.

Mr, IRELAND. I submit the gentleman’s argument seems
quite unsound, but I admire the compliment he has paid to our
colleagne from Massachusetts; but, unfortunately, the cases are
not parallel, for the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsa]
has not as yet been elected Speaker. He has served as a substi-
tute. Mr. Pomeroy was elected.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Will the genfleman yield?

Mr. IRELAND. Certainly.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. This portrait, of eourse, is not to be
painted from life. I think we have made appropriations several
times for painting of portraits from life of recent Speakers. On
the other hand, a few years ago we provided for the portraits
of Speakers who were not living, at an expense not to exeeed
$500 for each portrait. Those portraits are in the lobby. Now,
just what is the theory of the Committee on Accounts, the
Library Commitfee, or any other committee, proposing now to
pay £2,000 for a portrait to be painted from a likeness of some
kind of a man who served one day as Speaker, when we would
only appropriate $500 to paint a portrait from a likeness of
men who served from one fo four full terms as Speaker? Is
the excess because the man served for so short a time?

Mr. IRELAND. T submit that there was no question that
he was both de facto and de Jure Speaker, and as such wmerits
this consideration.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Did the committee take into con-
sideration the fact that Congress had limited these amounts for
the painting of portraits from likenesses to $500 heretofore, or
was it not informed of that fact?

Ar. IRELAND. 1 will answer the gentleman by eoffering an
amendment. I offer an amendment striking out the ﬂg'urt‘s
“$2,000" and inserting in liew thereof *$1."

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman oifers an amend-
ment, whieh the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered b Mr. ImELaND: In Hne £ ot the resolutionr
strike out * $2,000" and imsert in lleu thereof * §1.”

Mr. MANN of Imnols. Mr. Speaker, T offer an amendment.

“to the amendment making the sum $500.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois-
[Mr, Maxxy] offers an amendment to the amendment, which the
Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr, MaxN of Illinois offers to amend the amendment by striking out
“$17 and inserting in lieu thereef * $506.""

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentteman yield?

Mr. IRELAND. Certainly.

Mr. HASTINGS. I want just about two minutes.

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I am a member of
fhe Committee on Aceounts. Through no fanlt of the chair-
man, I was not present when this resolution was considered.
If I bhad been, I would not have voted for it. I do not faver
this resolution. At most, the person who was lonored as
Speaker for one day was only technically entitled to the dis
tinction represented by this appropriation. I do not believe that
the Committee on Accounts ought to assume jurisdiction to pay
$2,000, or any other sum—$500, according to this amendment.

But this iz an unusual case. I think it ought to go to the
appropriating committee, say in the sundry civil bill or some
other bill, or in a special bill to come before the House, reported
from the Committee on the Library or some other committee.

I do not believe that where a Speaker served away back
yonder, years and years age—>50 or 60 or 70 years ago—we
ought to spend $2,000 to have his portrait painted, or $500;
and I do not believe that we ought te act favorably upon the
report of this committee for any sum. I think this resolution
was eonsidered, either formally or informally, at some prior
time; I do not recollect just when. I was not present with the
committee when this resolution was reported out. If I had
been, as I have said, T would not have voted for if. I do not
think we are justified at this time in voting this sum of money
without some previous consideration by the Committee on the
Library or some other committee having jurisdiction of the
subject matter.

Mr. BEE. Mr. Speaker, mll the gentleman yield?

Mr, IRELAND. Yes.

Mr. BEE. This gentleman who is fo be honored with the
painting served one day under -an election as Speaker pro
tempore.

Mr. IRELAND. He was not elected Speaker pro tempuore,

Mr. BEE. How was he elected?

Mr. IRELANI), As any other Speaker.

Mr. BEE. Is there any other instance in the history of this
country where any other man served only 1 day or 5 or 10 days?

Mr, IRELAND, I think there was. I think ex-Speaker
Cragx could recife them from memory,-but I do not know who
they were. I would not be positive about that.

Mr. BEE. If.we authorize this, will we not be opening the
door for the portraits of all those gentlemen in the dark and
distant past, se that instead of this being a mark of distine-
tion for gentlemen fo have their memories perpetuated in that
way it weuld be commonized, so to speak, by having the por-
traits of men hanging there who simply temporarily filled those
places? Would it not be a serious and dangerous precedent if

we voted this amount?

Mr. IRELAND. Itis my belief, and I have been so informed,
that all other Speakers of the past have been so homored, and
the custom &till continues. This is the only exception. That
is my understanding, but I would not be positive of it.

Mr. BEE. Does the gentleman reeall that out in the lobby
there are portmits of gentlemen who served as S'peaker only
for one day

Mr, IRE LA.ND. Noj; I wounld not say that, I helleve that the
portraits of all the Speakers who served in this House have
been painted, with this single exception.

Mr. BEE. Are there not many whe served who are not out
there?

Mr, IRELAND. I would not say many. There may be some.

Mr. BEE. We would have to put them aill there !n order to
lie eonsistent.

Mr. IRELAND. I am sure it was the thought of the com-
mittee, whether we do it or net, that between ourselves—the
membership of this House—we are suppesed te grant to each
other a certain courtesy, and certainly an additienal ceurtesy
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to all our officers of the House, and I should not want to believe
this House as a whole would be less desirous of honoring one
of the distinguished Speakers who had passed to the great
beyond than a living one.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, under clause 5 of Rule XX, I
make the point of order that this resolution, which is now on
the Speaker’s table and under consideration, is legislation car-
rying an appropriation. It is not the kind of an appropriation
that the Committee on Accounts is authorized to recommend.
It is n matter of legislation that ought to go to a legislative
committee, and the appropriation should be provided for by the
regular Committee on Appropriations, it being legislation pure
and simple. It is not a matter that is ordinarily paid for out of
the contingent fund of the House. This is a matter that oc-
curred back in the Fortieth Congress, over 50 years ago. I
submit the point of order, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, there is nothing to the
polnt of order.

Mr, IRELAND. Absolutely nothing.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. The rule expressly provides that all

payments out of the contingent fund go to the Committee on

Accounts. They can report in the purchase of a portrait or
anything else.

Mr. BLANTON. Suppose the Committee on Accounts should
bring in a resolution here to paint a portrait at $2,000 for each
Member of the House and adorn the walls of this Chamber, out
of the contingent fund.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. It would be in order, but——

Mr. IRELAND. Such a foolish proposition would probably
;Je voted down, and properly so; yet it would be privileged and
n order.

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order,

_Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IRELAND. Yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. How does it happen that this matter has
not heretofore been brought to the attention of Congress or
heretofore been pressed upon the attention of the committee?

Mr. IRELAND. I can not say. It was presented to the chair-
man of the Committee on the Library and they brought it to
the Committee on Accounts.

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. IRELAND. Yes.

Mr, DAVIS of Tennessee. Is it not a fact that efforts have
been made from time to time in the past to get through a
resolution of this kind?

Mr, IRELAND. Not fo my knowledge.

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. I thought that had been brought
out some time ago,

Mr. IRELAND. The gentleman has the advantage of me if
that be true. I do not know.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IRELAND. Yes. .

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Have we not spent over $500 worth of
time on this matter now?

Mr. IRELAND. I think so.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. ILet us vote, then.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not think this
resolution ought to be passed at all. If it is passed, the
. amount ought to be reduced. It is not a matter of right on
the part of the Speaker to have his portrait hung in the lobby.
It is n matter of pleasure on the part of the House to honor
a Speaker by doing that.

But this Speaker was only nominally a Speaker, to the extent
of signing the last documents on the last day of the session.
I do not know at what time of the day he was elected on
March 3, buf at the end of the March 3 legls]atl\e day he was
no longer Speaker.

I can see no reason why we should set the precedent. If we
do that we shall be called upon next to hang in the lobby por-
traits of all the Speakers pro tempore who served much longer
throughout all the years of Congress. It is no reflection on a
man not to do it, and there is no reason why it should be done.
[Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] making the amount $500.

The qguestion being taken, the amendment was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. IReLAxp] to make the amount $1.

Mr. IRELAND, Mr. Speaker, may I have just a moment on
that? This amendment appears foolish, but I know what I am
talking about. This is the way to make the resolution still
privileged, and yet not create so great a charge against the
contingent fund. I am speaking with authority, and I have
no further explanation to make,

Mr, BANKHEAD. Does the gentleman mean that some
private arrgngement has been made to pay the cost of the
portrait?

Ser. IRELAND, The gentleman can draw his own conclu-
on.

Mr. FESS. Does th[s come from the Library Committee of
the House?

Mr. IRELAND. Yes; from the chairman, who introdueced
the resolution.

Mr. FESS.
about it.

Mr. KING. Does the gentleman desire to have this amend-
ment passed?

Mr., IRELAND. I certainly do.

Mr. KING. Then I shall vote for it.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I assume that this simply
means in effect that it becomes a resolution that the House ac-
cept the portrait and give authority to hang it in the lobby
with the portraits of the other Speakers. If that is the case,
why not let that proposition be put up to us, rather than this
resolution in this form?

Mr, IRELAND. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessez
that this is the usual form. The resolution was reported car-
rying the amount that has usually been appropriated, und I
did not know whether iZ would meet with approval of the
House or not; and if the House does not feel inclined to ac-
cord to this man's memory the same privilege that has been
accorded to others, because of the short time he ‘:erved this
is an easy way out of the difficulty.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment reducing
the amount to $1.

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr.
IRELAND) there were—ayes 61, noes 58,

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoptwn of the reso-
Iution as amended.

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr.
Ireraxp) there were—ayes 54, noes 83,

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tellers.

Mr. BLANTON. I make the point of no quorum present, I
think we ought to have a record vote.

Mr. IRELAND. I ask for tellers, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. BLANTON. I withdraw the point of no quorum.

Mr. GALLIVAN. Well, I will make the point of no quorum.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes
the point of no quorum present. The Chair thinks there is no
quorum present. The question is on agreeing to the resolution.
The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will
notify absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 149, nays 145,
answered “ present " 1, not voting 133, as follows:

It is the first time I have heard anything

YEAS—149.
Andrews, Nebr. Frear McFadden Rhodes
Barbour French MeGlennon Ltobsion, Ky.
Barkley Gallagher McKengie Rogers
Beg, Gallivan MceKinley Rose
Be Ganly McLane Rowe
Bowers Glynn MecLeod Sanders, N. Y.
Box Goldfogle McPherson Sanford
Brooks, I1L Goodykoontz MacGregor Schall
Brooks, Pa. Graham, 111 Mansfield Scott
Browne Greene, Mass, Mapes Shreve
Burdick riffin Martin Siegel
Burke Hardy, Tex, Mead Sisson
Butler Harrison Minahan, N. T. Slem :
Campbell, Pa. Hays Monahan, Wis, Smith, Idaho
Chindblom Hicks Mondell Smithwick
Chrlstog;herson Houghton Moore, Ohlo Snell

Clark, B uta.hinaon Moores, Ind. Steenerson

Cleary Igoe Mott Stephens, Ohio
Coady Ireland Murphy Strong, Pa.
Cra James, Va. Nelson, Wis. Summers, Wash,
Cullen Johnson, Miss, Newton, Mo, Swope
Dalli Jones, Pa, Nolan Tague
Davis, Minn Kelly, Pa, O'Connell Temple
Dempsey Kendall O'Connor Thompson
Denison Kennedy, R. 1. Ogden Tilson
Dewalt Kettner Osborne Tinkham
Drewry Kiess Pai Vestal
Dunbar King Parker Volk
Dupré Knutson Tarrish Ward
Ea Langley Pell Wheeler
Echols Layton Perlman Willinms
Elliott Lazaro Peters Wilson, Pa,
Eimerson Lea, Calif. Phelan oods, Va.
Evans, Nebr. Linthicum Purnell Yates
Evans, Nev. Luce Radeliffe Zihlman
Flood Lufkin Raker
Focht McArthur Randall, Wis,
Forduey MeClintie Reed, W. Va.

NAYS—1405.
Ackerman Babka Black Boies
Almon Bankhead Bland, Mo, Bowling
Aswell Bee Bland, Va. Brand
Ayres Bell Blanton Briggs
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So the resolution was agreed to.
The following additional pairs were announced :

1921
RBrirson Madley - - Mann, IIl, Stevenson
Buchnnan Hardy, Colo. Mays Stoll
Burruughs Hastings Michener Btrong, Kans.
Campbell, Kans, Haugen Miller Sumners, Tex.
Cannon Hawley Milligan Sweet
Carawny Hayden Nelson, Mo. Swindall
Cole Hernandez Nicholls Taylor, Ark.
Collier Hersey Oldfield Taylor, Colo.
Connally Hersman Oliver Taylor, Tenn,
Cramton Hickey Overstreet Tillman
Crisp Hoch Padgett Timberlake
Currie, Mich. Ilolland Park Treadway
Dale Huddleston Patterson Vinson
Darrow Hull, JTowa Porter Walsh
Davis. Tenn, Humphreys Quin Wason
Dickinson, Mo, Jefferis Ramsey Watkins
Dominick Johnson, ‘fgy ]iamseiver Watson
Dowell Johnson, Wash, Randall, Calif, Weaver
Edmonds Jones, Tex, Rayburn Webster
Esch Kearns Ricketts Welling
Evanz, Mont, Kincheloe Robinson, N. C.  Whaley
Fairfield Kinkaid Romjue ‘White, Kans,
Ferris Kraus "Rounse White, Me.
Fess Lanham Rucker Wilson,
Fields Lankford Sabath ingo
Fisher Lee, Ga. Sherwood Winslow
Foster Lehlbach Sims Wood, Ind
Freeman Lesher Sinclair Wright .
Fuller Longworth Sinnott Young. N. Dak.
Garrett McCulloch Smith, Mich. Young, Tex,
Good MeDuflie Steagall
Green, Iowa McLaughlin, Mich. Stedman
Griest MreLaughlin, Nebr. Btephens, Miss,
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1,
Benson

v NOT VOTING—133. .
Andcrson Dyer Kleczka Riddick
Andrews, Md, Eagle Kreider Riordan
Anthony Ellsworth Lampert Rodenberg
Ashbrook Elston Larsen Howan
Bacharach Fish Little Rubey
Baer Gandy Lonergan Sanders, Ind.
Bland, Ind. Gard Luhring Sanders, La,
Britten Garner MeAndrews Scully
Brumbaugh Godwin, N. C, MeKeown Sears
Byrnrs, 8. C, Goodall McKiniry Sells
Byrns, Tenn. Goodwin, Ark. Madden mall
Caldwell Gould Magee Smith, TIL
Candier Graham, Pa. Maher Smith, N. Y,
Cantrill Greene, Vt, Major Snyder
Carew Hamill Mann, 8. C. Steele
Carss Hamilton Mason tiness
Carter Harreld Merritt Sullivan
Casey Hin Montague Thomas
Clark. Mo, Hoey Moon Tincher
Classon Howard Mooney Towner
Cooper Hudspeth Moore, Va. Upshaw
Copley Hulin, Morin Valle
Costello Hull, i Mudd Vare
Crowther Husted Neely Venable
Curry, Calif. .Iauzmmii Newton, Minn. Yoigt

vey James, Mich, Olney Volstead

- Dent Johnson, 8. Dak, Pou Walters
Dickinson, ITowa Johnston, N. Y. Rainey, Ala. Welty
Donovan Juul Rainey, I-Ien‘r‘;r. Wilson, I1l.
Dooling Kahn Rainey, John W. Wise
Dorenius Keller Ransley Woodyard
Doughton Kelley, Mich. Reavis
Drane Kennedy, lowa Reber
Dunn Kitchin Reed, N. Y.

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr, Pou.

Mr, AxprEews of Maryland with Mr, BENSON.

Mr. Kremer with Mr. OLNEY.

Mr. Towner with Mr. Byens of Tennessee.

Mr. GreeNE of Vermont with Mr. CARTER.

Mr. VorsteEap with Mr. Gopwin of North Carolina.

Mr. Branp of Indiana with Mr. GArp.

Mr. Lrrree with Mr, HowARD.

Mr. Kreczra with Mr. CaArss.

Mr. Coorer with Mr, RAINEY of Alabama.

Mr. TiNcHER with Mr, RUBEY.

Mr. SanpErs of Indiana with Mr., EAGLE,

M, DigrINsoN of Iowa with Mr. DrANE,

Mr. Fisg with Mr. JACOWAY.

Mr. Kerrer with Mr. Hurn of Tennessee,

Mr. LunariNg with Mr. SyMALL.

Mr. SNxYpER with Mr. DoNovaAN.

Mr. Lamrert with Mr. McKiNiry.

Mr. Mupp with Mr, LONERGAN.

Mr. Sgrrs with Mr, MaxN of South Carolina.

Mr. REser with Mr, Moore of Virginia,

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

On motion of Mr. IRELAND, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table.

H. M. VANDERVOORT.

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I call up House resolution 602,
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:
House resolution GG2.

Resolred, That there be Eaid out of the contingent fund of the House
$1,200 to H, M. Vandervort for extra and expert services to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions from June 6 to December 5, 1920, and dur-

lnf the third session of the Sixty-sixth Congress. as assistant clerk to
:;:wd committee, by detail from the Bureau of Penslons, pursuant to

Mr. TRELAND. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
if these well-designed raids on the Treasury seem too numer-
ous, I respectfully invite your attention to the fact that they
are the accumulation of almost the entire session, and that I
have not transgressed on your time hitherto save in very neces-
sary instances, and then, I think, only twice. I make that ex-
planation beecause I have a good many matters here, and they
may seem on account of their number possibly excessive.

This is the usual resolution granted in favor of the pension
examiner of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It has been
the custom in the past to grant them additional amount of
compensation for the services rendered to the two pension coimn-
mittees of the House. I observe in the last committee report
when the last appropriation was made that we predicted that
for the short session the compensation would be $800. It was
the thought of the committee, substantiated and supported by
the chairmen of the pension committees, that the work had been
s0 heavy that they were entitled to additional compensation
of $1,200, and so the resolution was ordered reported.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The resolution was agreed to.

WAYNE W, CORDELL.

Mr, IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I call up House resolution 660.
The Clerk read as follows:
House resolution 660, ]

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House
$1,200 to Wayne W. Cordell for extra and expert services to the Com-
mittee on Pensions from June 6 to December 5, 1920, and during the
third session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, as assistant clerk to said
committee, by detail from the Bureau of PPensions, pursuant to law,

Mr. IRELAND. This is a similar resolution for expert serv-
ices to the Committee on Pensions.

The resolution was agreed to. 3

THOMAS M, HOLT AND JAMES KENAT.

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi-
leged resolution. L

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 305.

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hercby, au-
thorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House,
until otherwise provided by law, to Thomas M. Holt and James Kenah,
majority and minority messengers In charge of telephones, respectively,
the sum of $300 each per annum, payable monthly, as additional com-
pensation.

With the following committee amendment:

Strike out * $500 " and insert “ $360."

Mr, IRELAND. Mr, Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I
voted against this resolution in my committee, both for the
amendment and the original resolution, but was outvoted. Ordi-
narily I should feel inclined to bring in a minority report, but
I am one of those old-fashioned Republicans who does not know
the difference between a caucus and a conference, and I love to
be bound by the majority, and so I shall stand by my committee
and their vote for the resolution. . :

The only objection is that you are advancing the telephone
operators to the point in salary that many clerks of commitiees
receive, and placing them on a par. In this instance you are
voting for men rather than for positions, and it seems a danger-
ous precedent to set. If anything detrimental could be said
against the recipients of these salaries it would be quite a dif-
ferent thing, but nothing but commendable things can be said
of Mr. Holt, and I am sure that the same thing may be said
of the other employee. If there are any faithful men who re-
ligiously and conscientiously, at all hours, serve the Members
well it is the men referred to in this resolution.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the committee amend-
ment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

TELEPHONE PAGES,

Mr, IRELAND, Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi-
leged resolution from the Committee on Accounts, which I send
to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows: -

House resolution 615,

Resolved, That the salaries of the two pages employed at the tele-
phone booths of the House be $1.200 per annum: Provided, That the
said salaries be paid out of the contingent fund of the House of
Representatives until otherwise provided by law, and said increase
to become effective from the beginning of the third session of the
Sixty-sixth Congress. J

Mr. IRELAND. DMr. Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 5, after the word * law " strike out the comma, Insert a
and strike out all of the remainder of the resolution, lines §
and 6, so that the resolution will read:

“ Resolved, That the salaries of the two pages loyed zt the tele-
phone booths of the House be $1,200 per annum : Prosided, That the sald
salaries be paid out of the contingent fund of the House of Representa-
tives until otherwise provided for by law."

Mr., IRELAND. Mr., Speaker, to be consistent, this resolu-
tion should be passed just as well as the one preceding it.
These are two pages assigned to the cloakrooms for telephone
service, and it creates only a very small additional charge upon
the contingent fund. It slmply raises their pay a trifle over
that of the ordinary pages.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion as amended.

The reschition as amended was agreed to.

EXTERMINATION OF INSECTS.

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I present also the following
privileged resolution from the Committee on Acceunts, which I
send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ifouse resolution G17.

Rosolved, That the Buperintendent of the Ca%itol Building and
Grounds be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to make a*con-
tract for the extermination and banishment of insects from the House
wing of the Capitol and the House Office Building at an expenditure not
to exceed $1,700, payment to be made monthly from the contingent
fund of the House of Representatives on vouchers countersigned by the
Superintendent of the Capitel and approved by the Committee on
Accounts,

Mr. IRELAN®. Mr. Speaker, this was introduced at the
request of the Superintendent of the Capitol, and I think needs
no comment,

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion,

The resolution was agreed to.

AUGUST BUEHXE AND OTHERS.

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi-
leged resolution from the Committee on Accounts, which I send
to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 518.

Resolved, That there shall be pald out of the contingent fund of the
House 31506 to August Buehne fag-uexm gervices rendered the Members
of the House of Representatives during the year 1920, as employee de-
tailed from the Government Printing ce.

With the following committee amendments :

Strike out all after the word *“ Resolution ” and insert:

# Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund ef the
House $200 to cach of the following-named employemhdetuﬂed from the
Goyvernment Printing Office to the House of Representatives: A
Buehne, Willlam 8. ith, Harry A. Gwin, Benjamin F. Dwsef.

J. McAndrews, Martin ¥, MeNamara, Chester 8. White, for extra
services rendered to AMembers of the House of Representatives during

the Sixty-sixth Congress in delivering to the Members the various
pam and other printed matter sent out by the Govermment de-
partments.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conumit-
tee amendment. ;

Mr, SISSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IRELAND, Yes.

Mr, SISSON. Is this the usual resolution? )

Mr. IRELAND. I would say to the gentleman from Missis-
sippi that it is not. These men are all detailed from the Gov-
ernment Printing Office and serve the Members of the Flouse
and sometimes the Members of the Senate. They work baek
and forth, as their duties seem fo demand. There was one man
who importuned the late lamented Dr. Foster regularly to gef
an additional payment each Congress, and the doctor's successor,
Mr. Brooxs., An investigation by the commiitee showed that
there were other men just as much entitled to this extra eom-
pensation as he. Their basic pay is about §930 a year, T believe.

Mr. SISSON. They get $240 as a bonus, and this is an extra
compensation of $200.

Mr. IRELAND. That is correct. ;

Mr. TILSON. What services do they render to the Members
of Congress?

Mr, IRELAND, They deliver all of the literature to the

Members of both Houses.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Is that a service? [Laugh-

ter.]

Mr. IRELAND. . It is questionable in my mind. We ere
walted on by several Members of the House, wha very vocifer-
ously so assured us and demanded that this compensation be

given them, and they insisted that the service rendered was @
valuable one to the Members, We can all agree that the basie
pay is very low.

Mr. TILSON. I thought enough publications were delivered
to us through the mail without having special-delivery inessens
gers dump these things on us. ;

Mr. IRELAND. I do not use them myself, so I can not say.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, ns I recollect, this thing come
menced when Dr. Foster got some extra pay for one man.

Mr. IRELAND. That is correct. Ile did that several times,

Mr. SISSON. Yes. Now, at the beginning, one man hap<
pened to do some meritorious service and it shows how this
thing goes. That is why I call the attention of the chairman to
thlfii1 roll. Now, I did not count them, but I believe there are
eight:

Mr. IRELAND.

Mr, SISSON. I tried to keep it in my mind, but perhaps I
was not accurate. Now, these seven men, in my opinlon, are
not rendering any service that would justify a detail of that
many men from the Government Printing Office. Of course, I
understand that if they deliver all of the matter they perhaps
will be pretty busy.

Mr. IRELAND. They are all under the direction of the clerk
in charge of the ConGrESsIONAL Reconp. He thought they did
additional work. Personally, I believe the practice Is deplorable
and ought not to be indulged in. ;

Mr, SISSON. It is deplorable,

Mr. IRELAND. I fought this off as long and as hard as I
could and I served notice on the several attorneys, Members of
this House, who appeared for these men, that so long as the
Committee on Accounts was so constituted as it is at the pres-
ent time, that this would be the last depredation that will occury

‘Mr, SISSON. Well— ~

No; seven,

Mr. IRELAND. I give that as my oplnion and noE that of
the committee. .
Mr. SISSON. I think it is a very bad precedent by Dr,

Foster, and as much as 1 love him I did not like it at the time,
and this just shows what one swallow will do.

Mr. IRELAND. And what it leads to.

Mr. KING, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IRELAND. I will,

Mr. KING. Are these messengers serving all the Members of
the House or a few Members of the House?

Mr. IRELAND. 1 think they are serving all of them, or so
intend to do.
Mr. HICKS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IRELAND. T will.

Mr, HICKS. There was so much confusion I know I for one .
have not been able to find out what these men do. Where
do they bring this stuff from and where do they take it?

Mr. IRELAND. From the Government Printing Office to the
offices of Members. Much of the pamphlets and printed matter,
hearings, and everything of that sort you receive at your office
is brought there and delivered by these men. |

Mr. LANGLEY. What are their salaries? i
Mr. IRELAND. XNine hundred and fifty dollars I believe, or
near that,

Mr. LANGLEY. That is not enough.

Mr, HICKS. Why does it not come through the mail?

Mr. IRELAND. I think that would be an unreasonable ad-
ditional tax on our post office and I do not know that it is
practical or econonrieal.

Mr. HICKS. It is cheaper.

Mr. IRELAND. Ob, yes; decidedly.

Mr, PARRISH. Will the geantleman yield? S,

Mr. IRELAND. Gladly. :

Mr. PARRISH. I might here state, in conneection with the
bill introduced for these men, that they are detailed from the
Government Printing Office and placed under the charge of
Mr. Smith, who has charge of the CoNGRESsIONAL REComp, and
by reason of the fact they are so detailed it is not within the
power of the officer of the Government Printing Office to
increase their salaries with the increase of salaries of those
who are directly under him, They, being under Mr, Smith, can
not be given the increase of salaries which are given to the
employees regularly under the Government Printing Office. It
is said that some of these men have been working for the Gov-<
ernment for 25 or 30 years, and their salaries are only about
$950, not including the bonus. It was thought by the Committee
on Accounts that there is an inequality in the salary of these
men. It was stated by Mr. Smith, who came before the com-
mittee personally, that these men did hard manual labor and
that every one of them is kept busy all the time, and their
services are very necessary for the carrying on of the work of
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the House; and our committee felt, in view of the fact that
their salaries were not kept up with the employees in the Gov-
ernment Printing Office, it would be but just and right to allow
these men some little increase so as'to enable them to meet
their obligations and take care of their families. It was stated
that practically all of them had families, and some of them
five and six in a family. Men who have been working for the
Government for 25 and 30 years and getting a basic salary of
about $950 are entitled fo justice, at least, at the hands of Con-
gress, and we could hardly do less than to give the $200 pro-
vided in this bill.

Mr., IRELAND, I wish to say in addition to what my col-
league has so ably stated that some of these men suffer a loss
of a dollar a day, or such a matter, by being detailed up there.

Mr. SISSON. I have no objection to these gentlemen getting
their salaries increased by the $200. But I do not think salaries
should be fixed in this way, nor do I feel because they are de-
tailed that necessarily they lose their status in the Government
Printing Office. I do not think the conclusion reached is the
real, actual fact. But it shows the wickedness of detail. The
Committee on Appropriations has made every effort in the de-
partments of the Government to do away with this. We have
to fight off the question of detail all the time. You never know
how many employees we have, If these men are detailed to the
House and Senate they ought to go off the printing roll and be
on the contingent roll of the two Houses. Then we would know
exactly what we are doing. It is utterly impossible to keep
track of these things when you detail men., The trouble is that
a certnin Member of Congress will go down and get a man de-
tailed to do certain work, and he comes up here after a number
of years and complains about it. It is a bad precedent and a
° bad system that I am complaining about. T am not complaining
about the extra $200.

Mr. BARBOUR. May I ask the gentleman whether these em-
ployees are those that come to the Oflice Building and bang
down a big bundle of papers at your door—newspapers, and so
forth?

Mr. IRELAND. I presume so.

Mr. BARBOUR. If they are, we ought to eliminate them.
Every few days somebody comes down the hall over there and
throws a big bundle of papers down in front of the door.

Mr. IRELAND. What kind of papers?

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. The distribution to which the gentle-
man from California refers is made by the pages. Every week
they bring the Recorp through the corridors and, instead of lay-
ing it on the table in the Member’s room, they slam it on the
floor in front of the door.

Mr. BARBOUR. Whoever they are, they ought to be elimi-
nated altogether,

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I would like to know what they de-
liver. I have never seen them.

Mr. IRELAND. Printed matter.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. From where?

Mr. IRELAND. From the Government Printing Office, such
as hearings of commitiees and things of that sort.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Do they deliver matter that comes from
the folding room?

Mr. IRELAND. Yes.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I was under the impresgsion that the
employees of the folding room delivered the stuff coming
through the folding room. It does not come directly from the
Government Printing Office?

Mr. IRELAND. No.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I know of nothing that the Members
receive directly from the Printing Office.

Mr. IRELAND. I think these men deliver matter from the
folding room as well.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Now, we ought to know that, because
I do not know of anything else they could possibly do. If they
are not connected with the folding room and do not deliver the
stuff that comes out of the folding room, what is it they deliver?

Mr. IRELAND. I get none of it myself, but I know that
when I was in the House Office Building great truck loads were
passing all the time going somewhere.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. That is stuff coming from the folding
room fo the Members' offices, and, as I understand, is delivered
by employees of the folding room. It is barely possible that
these employees deliver Members’ speeches to the folding room
from the Printing Office, but they do not come to any Member’s
office. I would like somebody who knows what they do to tell
us what it is, because I have never seen them.

Mr. IRELAND. I do not know where they come from or
where they go. We only know from the superintendent who

has charge there that they are busy in the discharge of their
duties, ofttimes at night as well as their regular hours.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IRELAND. I will

Mr. BLANTON. I can locate one of these gentlemen, I think.
One of them is Mr. Buehne, who is inside of the House Office
Building on the first floor, and who has charge of the little room
where printing, stationery, and stuff comes for* Members,
and he delivers it. He is there from about 8 o'clock in the
morning to sometimes after dark at night. I have seen him
there,

Mr. IRELAND. Personally, T am not very anxious to find or
locate any of them. I move the adoption of the resolution.

The SPEAKER. The question is first on agreeing to the
committee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the
bill (H. R. 15935) making appropriations for the construction,
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and
harbors, and for other purposes.

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED.

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’'s table and -
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below:

8. J. Res. 233. Joint resolution giving consent of the Congress
of the United States to the States of North Dakota, South Da-
kota, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Iowa, and Nebraska, or any two or
more of said States, to agree upon the jurisdiction to be exer-
cised by said States over boundary waters between any two or
more of said States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

S.4694. An act for the relief of Samuel H. Dolbear; to the
Committee on Claims.

S.4511. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to grant a
right of way over certain Government lands to the State of
Oregon for the Columbia River Highway ; to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

8. 4352. An act authorizing the Indians residing on or belong-
ing to the Turtle Mountain Reservation, N. Dak., to submit
clais to the Court of Claims, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs,

S.4186. An act to authorize the Broadwater Irrigation Dis-
trict, a Montana organization, to construct a dam across the
Missouri River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

S.4159. An act for the relief of dispossessed allotted Indians
of the Nisqually Reservation, Wash.; to the Committee on In-
dian Affairs,

S.3129. An act for the relief of Louisa Frow ; to the Commit-
tee on Claims.

S. 2838. An aet for the relief of Philip 8. Everest ; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

S.2340. An act for the relief of Richard Parke; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. !

S. J. Res. 229. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
War to investigate the claims of private parties to the Mariveles
quarry within the limits of a United States military reservation
in the Philippine Islands, and to permit the working thereof
by the persons entitled thereto, provided military necessities per-
mit; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

S. 4901, An act for the relief of Kristina Furjak; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

S. 4865. An act fixing the taxable status of lands received in
exchange for lands formerly embraced in the grants to the
Oregon & California Railroad Co. and the Coos Bay Wagon
Road Co.; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

S. 4889. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish
free transportation and subsistence from Europe to the United
States for certain destitute discharged soldiers and their wives
and children; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

S.4992. An act for the rellef of William E. Lewis; to the
Committee on Claims,

S. 4645. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the District
of Columbia to close upper Water Street, between Twenty-first
and Twenty-second Streets NW.; to the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same:
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H. R. 15682, An sct making appropriations for the current and
contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfill-
“ ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other
purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1022;

H. R.1300. An act for the relief of Alfred E. Lewis'

H. R.15662. An act to extend temporarily the time for filing
applications for letters patent, for taking actions in the United
States Patent Office with respeet thereto, for the reviving and
reinstatement of applications for letters patent, and for other

rposes 3
l,mlil. 1. 13402. An act for the purchase of land occupied by ex-
periment vineyards near Fresno and Oakville, Calif.;

H. R.15872. An act making appropriations for the Diplomatic
and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922;
and

. &, 1856. An act for the relief of Arthur J. Burdick.

COXTINGEXT FUND OF THE HOUSE,

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the
Clerk’'s desk.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (H, J. Res. 416
from the contingent fun

Resolved, ete., That the following provision in the Ieghmth':- execu-
tive, and Jucllclu] appropriation act approveﬂ July “G 1914 (33 Stat.,
. 462), be, and the same i8 hereby, repealed
. ﬂemrter it shall be unlawful for the Clerk or the House fo pay
out of any moneys of the House of Representatives any bills for
laundry, furniture, supplies, or utensils used in the tmrber ops of the
House Oifice Building or the House side of the Ca

Mr. HUDDLESTON, Mr. Speaker, I mnke t]:e point of order
that that is not a privileged resolution.

Mr, IRELAND. It is not a privileged resolution, and I
asked unanimous consent for its consideration,

Mr. HUDDLESTON, I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama objects.

Mr, IRELAND. Will the gentleman withheld his objection
for n mament?

Mr, HUDDLESTON. T will reserve if.

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, this seems to be a charge on
the contingent fund. As a matter of fact, it is an effort to work
economy, to repair chairs in the several barber shops that the
Members of the House patronize—chairs which have fallen into
bad repair. Several Members have fallen out of them and some
of them have been slightly injured. [Laughter.] Very soon
new furniture will have to be purchased if these repairs are not
made.

The Clerk of the Honse and the disbursing officer have estab-
lished a repair shop, which is doing wonderful work. Much of
the furniture which you think is new about the Capitol is re-
stored furniture. These chairs and other furniture about the
barber shops might be repaired and put in good condition at a
slight expense, thus avoiding the expense incident to the pur-
chase of new furniture, if it were not for the existing law.
That occurred through the pecve of some Member, who hung it
on an appropriation bill as a rider. That is the whole infent of
the resolution.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr, IRELAND. Certainly.

Mr. SISSON. A session or two ago there was an effort made
to require the barbers in the barber shops to pay for the launder-
ing of their own towels and to furnish their own barber utensils,
the feeling being that when we furnish the water and furnish
the chairs and furnish the shops free of charge that is all that
is necessary. The proposition contained in this resolution will
simply enable the barbers, who are paid by the Members and
other people who putronize them, to get that laundry done at
the expense of the House, So far as the repairing of this furni-
ture is concerned, there is no reagson why that can not be done
now without amy resolution, becuuse all the other furniture
around the Capitol is being repaired now. So this resolution
simply enables these barbers to have their laundering done at
the expense of the House.

Mr, SNELL, Are these barbers on the pay rolls of the
House? y

Mr. IRELAND. I understand they are, as laborers.

Mr, SNELL. We pay them for their work in the barber shop,
and they are paid in addition to that.

Mr. IRELAXD. I believe they are on the rolls as laborers.

Mr. KING. Is it not a fact that they do work as laborers?

Mr. IRELAND, Yes.

Mr. SNELL. They get paid by the House; and we pay them.
In that way they get double pay.

Mr. KING. The House does not pay them for their work as
barbers, but for the work they do as laborers.

pan.]iﬁg a limitation upon expenditures
of the House for certain supplies.

Mr, SNELL. How much work do they really do?

Mr. IRELAND. I do not know. I have not followed them
around to see,

Mr, SNELL.
thing about it.

Mr. IRELAND. They have certain duties about the House,
They clean the Hall of the House,

Mr. SNELL. It seems to me if we are paying them for their
work as barbers, and if they are carried on the pay roll, they
should at least pay for their own laundering.

Mr. KING. Does not the linen in the barber shop belong to
the Government?

AMr, IRELAND. That is my impression.

Mr, KING. Why should the barbers pay for washing the
Government’s linen?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Without discussing the merits of the
proposed change in the law, how does the gentleman justify
legislation coming from his committee? Does not the gentle-
man think it is bad practice for his committee to be proposing
changes in the law?

Mr. IRELAND. I presume that is a proper criticism, though
the Committee on Accounts is not prohibited from submitting
legislative measures. It may be presumptuous——

Mr, HUDDLESTON. We have a number of commiitees here
which are engaged in dealing with subjects of that kmﬂ which
come within their jurisdiction.

IRELAND. The gentleman can follow his own judg-
ment “about the matter.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I hoped the gentleman would have
some information that would indicate to me that this was not a
proper case for an objection.

Mr. IRELAND. The gentleman must understand that the
Committee on Accounts has to introduce a good many resolu-
tions at the reguest of the employees of the House. Now, the
Commitiee on Accounts is not running around to see that every
wastebasket is emptled or that every laborer does his full duty
in every little detail. We place confidence in the employees of
the House in charge of such matters, and a reasonable request
from them should not meet with disfavor.

Mr, HUDDLESTON. But the committee would not give coun-
tenance to a request which was beyond its jurisdiction; and it
seems to me a request to recommend a change in the law is
beyond the jurisdiction of the Committee on Aceounts.

Mr. IRELAND. This resolution was referred to the Com-
mittee on Accounts. We did not question the Speaker's judg-
ment in so referring it,

Mr. HUDDLESTON. T think I will have to insist on my
objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama objects. Has
the gentleman from Illinois anything further to present?

Mr. IRELAND. No.

TELEGEATHS AND TELEPHONES.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the foliowing mcssage
from the President, which was read and referred to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads:

T'o the Senate and House of Representatives!

Pursuant to the provisions of an act of Congress entitled “An
act to repeal the joint resolution entitled *Joint resolution to
authorize the *President in time of war to supervise or take
possession and assume control of any telegraph, telephone, ma-
rine cable, or radio system or systems, or any part thereof, and
to operate the same in such manner as may be needful or desir-
able for the duration of the war, and to provide just compensa-
tion therefor,” approved July 16, 1918, and for other purposes,”
approved July 11, 1919, I am transmitting herewith a report
made by Albert S. Burleson, Postmaster General of the United
States, supplementing the report of October 31, 1919, and giving
a final account and report of the financial eoperations of the
telephone and telegraph systems by the United States during the
period beginning August 1, 1918, and ending July 31, 1919, and
of the expenditures from the appropriation in the act approved
June 5, 1920, reading as follows:

Fo:e}:ayment of the deficit incurred ln the ration of the telegraph
nnd ephone systems durlng the vernment contrel and

ut the provisions of the oint tt_-solution approved July 10,

1918, nm! the act approved Ju1¥ 11 1919, with mrcrcnoa to just com-
pemtlan to the owners of the telegraph and telephone systems for the
on, control, nnd aperation of their properties by the

s PO
Cnltzd Stntes duoring the peri midnight, July 31, 181
mﬂl.sum n ht July 31, 1919 05 to remain avallable un
»

Wooprow WiLsox.
Trne Winte HoUse,

25 February, 1021,
Note—Report accompanied similar message to the Senate.

I did not know but the gentleman knew some-
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CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—FARD: AGAINST M'LANE.

Mr., DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con-
tested-election case of Farr against McLane, tenth congres-
sional district of Pennsylvania, and I move the adoption of tlie
resolutions at the end of the report of the committee.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts calls up
the contested-election case of Farr against McLane and moves
the adoption of the resolutions which will be reported by the
Clerk.

The Clerk read as follows:.

House resolution 697,

Resolved, That Patrick McLane was not elected a Member of the
House of ﬁepresentuﬂves- from the tenth congresslonal district of the
Btaéehot Pennsylvania in this Congress and is not entitled’ to retain a
seat herein,

House resolution 898,

Resolved, That John R, Farr was. duly elected a Member of the
House of Representatives from the tenth congressional district of the
State of Pennsylvania in this Congress and is entitled to a seat herein,

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous: consent
that debate on these resolutions be limited to two hours and a
half, one hour and a half to be controlled by the gentleman
from North Carolina [Mr. Rominsoxn], a member of the com-
mittee; who will' yleld part of his time, as I understand, to the
contestee, who is a Member of tlie House, and the other hour
to be controlled by myself,

The: SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent that debate on this case be limited to two
hours and a half, one hour to be-controlled by himself and an
hour and a half by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr
Ropixsow].. Is there objection?

Mr, BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
may I ask the gentleman from NMassachusetts, if this time is
agreed to, whether there will be anything taken up tfo-might
ather than to dispose of thix contested-election case?

Mr: DALLINGER. I understand that the conference report
on the immigration bill is coming in.

Mr. MONDELL. We hope to dispese of the conference re-
port upon the immigration bill,

Mr: JOHNSON of Washington. Nr. Speaker, further resery-
ing the right to object, is it not possible to reduce: the time for
debate to two hours, inasmuch as the: committee has flled a
unanimous report? r

Mr. DALLINGER. The only reason that I have asked for
two hours and @ half ig to be fair to the contestee. The mem-
bers of the committee on both sides want to speak, and I thought
if we would give the gentlemsm: from: North Carolina an hour
and a half, he could take care of tlie contestee [Mr, McLARE]
out of that time.

Mr. CANNON. How about the contestant? Ought he not
have a: chance to air his immortality? [Laughter.]

Mr. DALLINGER. T understand that, inasmuch as it is a
unanimous report, the contestant does not desire to be heard.

Mr. MONDELL. The report is unanimous?

Mr. DALLINGER.. Yes.

Mr. MONDELL. It does not seem: that so much time is re-
quired. Does not the gentleman think it would be pessible to
get along with two hours?

Mr. DALLINGER. How much time does: the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. McLaxg], the contestee, desire?

Mr. ROBINSON of North Carolina. He has stated that he
would want at least 30° minutes.. Of course, if he does not con-
sume: all: of that time, he will yield it back. Judge Braxp of
Virginia wants 30 minutes; he is a. member of the committee.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that the con-
testee has a unanimous report against him, I think the chairman
of the committee has been eminently fair in giving such time as
will enable the contestee to have an opportunity to speak.

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I do not consider that I
have made an unreasonable request under the circumstances.

ifr, EMERSON. This just beats this man out of a week's
pay. That is about all it is, and I do not see why it is such an.
important matfer.

Mr. EKNUTSON. But there is a principle involved.

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I repeat my request.

The SPEAKER. 'The gentleman from AMassachusetts asks
unanimous consent that the time for debate be limited for two
hours and a half, one hour to be controlled by himself and an
hour and a half by the gentleman from North Carolina,

Mr. DALLINGER. And that at the end of that time the
previous question be considered as ordered om both resclutions.

The SPEAKER. And that at the end of that time the
previous question be considered as ordered on botlh resolutions.
Is there objection?

There was no objection. "

Mr. DALLINGER, Mr. Speaker, I am very sorry that this
case has come up at a time of the day when there is a small
attendance of Members of the House, because I understand
there has been: some: criticlsm in regard to delay in reporting
upon. and disposing of contested-election cases. The question
of contested-election cases is determined by a statute passed by
the Congress. We have three Committees on Elections. For n
long time in the history of the country there was but one Com-
mittee: on Hlections. Three committees were created because
of the fact that one committee was totally unable to take care
of’ all of the: contests before the expiration of the Congress.
These contested-election cases are matters involving fact and
law, and the Committees on Elections are judieial tribunals.
They act as both: judge and jury. After having heard the facts
and applied the law, they make their report to the House, and
the House either accepts or rejects their report. It is a diffi-
cult task to exhaustively investigate and report on one of these
contested-election’ cases; and I want to say for the Committee
on Elections No. 1, of which I have the honor to be chairman,
that no criticism whatever can be justly made against that
committee for any delay in this case. This is the sixth report
that we have made in this Congress. We have been constantly
at work from the time the first session of the present Congress
was called down to the present moment.

This case of Farr against McLane came to us late last spring.
1t was a case with a very voluminous record. I hold in my
hand the record of the testimony, 1,371 pages of fine print, and
in addition we had sent to us two great mail sacks of exhibits
containing voting lsts and poll books. The committee fook up
this case and the different districts involved were referred to
subeommittees, each consisting, as far as possible, of one Re-
publican' and one' Demwoerat. The committee worked until the
adjournment of Congress in June. At that time we had not
anywhere near finished the case. Just as soon as Cengress came
together in December we went to work at it again, and I have
worked night and day and some other members of the com-
gittee have, in order to try and get this report made to the

ouse.

Sinee our report was made we Have been waiting for some
little time to get a chance to have the report acted upon. To
be sure, we had the right of way under the rules: of the House,
but we felt, in justice to the House; that we ought fo let the
conference reperts: on appropriation bills be taken up first
because they had to go back to conference while contested-
election cases are finally disposed of on the floor of the: House.

Mr. Speaker, it has been a source of pride to me that with
the exception of the case of Bodenstab against Berger, which we
have just finished, where one Republican member of the com-
mittee filed a minority report, we have in every case had a
unanimous report. Our committee has endeavored to eonsider
and decide these election cases:absolutely on their merits regard-
less of any partisan or personal considerations. Although the
Committee on Elections Neo; 1 consists: of six Republicans and
three Democrats, we brought in a unanimous report in favor
of the sitting Demoeratic: Member, Mr. Braxp of Missouri, We
brought in' a unanimous report in favor of Mr. Majon, of Mis-
sourl, another Democratic sitting Member. And now we are
asking your favorable consideration of a unanimous report un-
seating a Dem Member from the State of Pennsylvanin
and seating his Republican: contestant.,

If there ever was an occasion when the membership of this
House is obliged to rely on the committee, it is a case like the
present, involving a large number of election districts; in most
of which the contestant claims there was fraud and illegality,
and @ few in which the contestee claims there was fraund and
illegality, and in all of which we had to see whether the elaims
in the briefs were substantiated by the testimony. In order
to give you some idea of the magnitude of this case and the im-
mense amount of work involved, I want to call attention to the-
fitet that the contestant's brief—which, I may say, is one of
the most complete and clear briefs I ever had the good fortume
to see, where he makes his specific charges in each district and
gives the pages of the testimony upon which he relies—contains
808 printed pages. I want to say that the committee; in making
itss report, has given the benefit of the doubt to the contestee in
every case. Personally, I believe that there were a great many
more illegal votes than' the 1,006 which the committee found and
speeifies in the: report.

Mr. DEWALT. Will the gentleman yield? .

Mr, DALLINGER. I will

Mr. DEWALT. The gentleman speaks of 1,008 illegal votes.
What evidence was there that there were that number of
illegal votes—upon what ground were thew cast out?

‘' Mr, DALLINGER. On various grounds.
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Mr. DEWALT. Will the gentleman specify one?

Mr. DALLINGER. There were a good many cases where men
were returned as having voted on the poll books who, on their
own testimony, never voted at all. I may say, in passing, that
under the laws of Pennsylvania the election officials are sup-
posed to write down the names of the voters as they appear at
the polls.

Mr. DEWALT. 1 think the gentleman is wrong about that.
If he will permit me. I do not mean to say that his knowledge
of the Pennsylvania laws is less accurate than mine. The
system is this, that as the voter appears he is asked to deposit
his ballot. He has been registered, either as a Democrat or as
a Republican or as a nonpartisan; and then he asks for his
ballot. But there Is no registration at the time he deposits
that vote as to what party affiliation he belongs to.

Mr. DALLINGER. I was not referring to the party afﬁlintlon
The poll book is numbered consecutively, and when the voter
comes to the polling place the election officials write down his
nauie as voter No. 1, and so forth.

Now, where it was charged by the contestant that a man whose
name appeared on the poll book as having voted did not vote
on election day, and he was summoned in to testify and testi-
fied that he was sick in bed with the influenza, an epidemie
of whieh was raging at the time of this election, and did not
vote, the committee considered that was evidence that some-
body else voted on his name, and that it was an illegal vote.
There were also numerous cases of men who were fighting over-
gens and their names were voted on.

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. I will,

Mr. STEVENSON. As to the man whose name was on the
ballot as having voted and did not vote, was there any evidence
to show for whom he voled, or was it because some fellow im-
personated this voter when he voted?

Mr., DALLINGER. I will come to that.

Mr. DEWALT. Supplementing that, if the gentleman will
allow me to interrupt him.

Mr. DALLINGER. Certainiy.

Mr, DEWALT., The gentleman has spoken of 1,006 votes?

Mr. DALLINGER. Yes.

Mr. DEWALT. Could the committee determine for whom
those 1,006 votes were cast?

Mr. DALLINGER. I am coming to that in just a moment.

Mr. DEWALT. Very well.

Mr. DALLINGER. There were a great many cases where
minors under 21 years of age were induced to make false
affidavits and then permitted to vote.

Mr. DEWALT. Will the gentleman allow another interrup-
tion? Without regard to the specific fact that certain people
voted who were not entitled to vote, it seems to me that the
basic question is this, For whom did those people vote?

Mr. DALLINGER. I am coming to that. 7

Mr. DEWALT. I would like for the gentleman to come to it
now.

Mr. DALLINGER. I will come to that in a moment when I
have answered the gentleman’s first question. There were a
great many cases in the distriets mentioned in the contestant’s
notice of contest and in his brief and substantiated by the tes-
timony where a large number of men were permitted to vote
whose names were not on the voting list and who did not make
any affidavit on election day before the election officials as re-
quired by the laws of the State of Pennsylvania.

Mr. DEWALT. Another interruption.

Mr. DALLINGER. Cerlainly.

Mr. DEWALT. Is the gentleman now through? Has the
committee definite information as to whom or for whom these
people voted?

Mr. DALLINGER. Just a minute; let me complete my an-
swer to the gentleman's first question.

Mr. DEWALT. I know the gentleman is coming to that, but
I would like to know this now.

Mr. DALLINGER. There were a great many cases of un-
naturalized persons who testified that they said that they were
unnaturalized and protested that they had no right to vote,
but who were told that they could vote and were taken to the
volls after having been treated at one of the hotel bars in the
neighborhood, and ballots were given to them and marked for
them by the election officers themselves or by persons acting
in collusionr with the election officers. Now, it is perfectly evi-
dent from the testimony, verified by the committee by an ex-
amination of the original poll books and the voting lists and
giving the benefit of every doubt to the contestee, that there
were at least 1,006 illegal votes. Now, the question comes as to
the method to be pursued by the committee,

Mr. DEWALT. Will the gentleman allow me?

Mr. DALLINGER. I am answering the gentleman’s question
now. There is a long line of State and congressional prece-
dents which hold that where there has been a reckless and
flagrant disregard of the election laws of a State an elections
committee and a legislative body is justified in throwing out the
entire returns from districts where such conduct has occurred
on the ground that the returns from the districts in question are
totally unreliable and that no certainty as to the truth of what
took place at the election can be ascertained, and there is no
State, I may add, where the courts have gone further in throw-
ing out entire election districts because of such disregard of
election laws by the officials as the gentleman's own State of
I’ennsylvania.

Mr. DEWALT. Well, our State is a Republican State, anl
that may be the misfortune of the fact, but will the gentleman
allow me to inquire now. The gentleman has spoken of 1,006
illegal votes.

How many of those 1,006 were called before you? How many
witnesses were called to prove the illegality of those 1,006 voles?

Mr. DALLINGER. I will say to the gentleman that we did
not try the case all over again. As in all election cases, we
went by the testimony taken in the congressional districet in the
manner prescribed by ithe congressional statute, and verified
by an examination of the voting lists and the poll books.

Mr, DEWALT. Will the gentleman allow another inguiry?

Mr. DALLINGER. Certainly,

Mr. DEWALT. Before whom was this testimony taken, and
by whom?

Mr. DALLINGER. It was taken in accordance with a con-
gressional statute, before a notary public, where all the wit-
nesses were examined by counsel for the contestant and cross-
examined by the counsel for the contestee.

Now, in order that the House may understand what went on
at this election, I want to call the attention of the Members
to a sample piece of testimony printed on page 7 of our report.

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. I will

Mr. STEVENSON. Before you come to that, I want to ask
this question: Youn made the statement that in nearly all the
States where gross and palpable fraud is found in elections
they throw out the whole election. Most of the States, when
they make that holding, however, do not hold the contestant
has the right to the office.. 'When the whole thing is thrown
out and held vicious for fraud, nobody has the office. On what
ground does the gentleman place that?

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman
from South Carolina, I will say that perhaps he misunderstood
me. If there has been fraud and illegality and reckless and
intentional disregard of the election laws of a State in all the
precinets of a congressional district, the gentleman is correct
in the supposition that the committee would throw the entire
vote of the district out and declare the seat vacant. But that
is not the case here. In the city of Scranton, which comprises
the larger part of this congressional district in the matter of
population, where both the contestant and contestee reside,
there is no charge on either side of fraud or illegality. It is
only in certain election districts, peopled to a large extent by
people not speaking the English language, where the issue was
‘“wet and dry,” that in order to beat this contestant because
he voted for the prohibition amendment wholesale fraud was
resorted to in the interest of the contestee. - It was in those
election districts where the contestant had no friend on the
election board to protect his interests, because they were all
wet men, whether they were Republicans or Democrats. It
was in those election districts where this utter reckless disre-
gard and violation of the election laws took place from the time
the polls opened until they closed.

Mr. DEWALT. With due deference to the gentleman and
without desiring to interrupt the course of his argument, may
I quote from page 12%

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts
yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. DEWALT. I quote now from page 12, in the last three
or four lines of that page, in the summary, in which your com-
mittee has said:

In a vast majority of these cases there Is no way of ascertaining
for whom these illegal votes were cast for the office of Representative
in Congress.

Now, let me paraphrase that. If that be correct, and if that
be the conclusion of your committee, how is your committee
able to determine that the contestee is not entitled to this
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seat by reason of the fact that you do mot know as to whether
these votes were for him or against him?

Mr. DALLINGER. I will say in answer to the gentleman
that, following a long line of congressional and State precedents,

in our opinion our committee would have been Jjustified in’

throwing out the entire votes of all those election districts.
Pursuing this method, John R. Farr, the contestant, is found
to be elected by a plurality of 2,420 votes. Pursuing the method
of rejecting no districts.but deducting the illegal votes pro rata
from the votes of the two candidates, John R. Farr, the con-
testant, is elected by a plurality of 476 votes. Pursuing the
method adopted by the committee of rejecting ‘entirely the re-
turns of these districts where there was fraud and collusien, and
deducting pro rata the illegal votes in those districts where
there was simply the voting of persons not properly registered,
Joln R. Farr, the contestant, is elected by a plurality of 1,454

votes.

Mr, DEWALT. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt
him again? ]

Mr. DALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. DEWALT. Is that merely a personal opinion or is it
based upon precedents in law? -

Mr. DALLINGER. It is based upon precedents in law.

Mr, DEWALT. Now, where is the law for it?

Mr. DALLINGER. There are so many of them that I can
not give them all to the gentleman. I will give him one, how-
ever, in the present Congress—the case of Tague against Fitz-
gerald, where because of colonization and illegal registration
geveral precincts were thrown ont. 1In the case of Wickersham
against Sulzer, in the last Congress, the committee adopted the
method of deducting illegal votes pro rata.

Mr. BEE. 1 understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania to
read from the summary that in the majority of cases there was
no way to ascertain., It seems, however, that your committee
ascertained, as shown on page 11, that in the Carbondale district
8 illeganl votes were cast for Farr, the contestant, and that in
the fifth ward there were 3 cast.

Mr. DALLINGER, And we subtracted them all from Mr,
Farr's vote.

Mr. BEE. You were able to ascertain the illegal votes cast
for the contestant, but not for the contestee, and on that ask to
have the contestee unseated?

Mr. DEWALT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. Let me answer the gentleman from Texas
first. The gentleman Is entirely in error. In the cases in the
city of Carbondale the contestee summoned these men. He
claimed there were 73 illegal votes. Only a certain number of
those did he see fit to summon. Those that he summoned testi-
fled and were asked for whom they voted.

Where they ‘said they voted for John R. Farr, although they
were on the voting list, the committee threw them out and
deducted them from Mr, Farr's vote, because it, was found, as a
matter of fact, by the committee that they were illegally regis-
tered by the county commissioners; that they were put on the
voting list by the county commissioners on sworn affidavits that
they had been absent from the city or prevented by illness from
going and registering during the three days that the board of
registrars were in session in that particular loecality; and there-
fore the committee found that they should not have been regis-
tered, for the reason that they were not prevented from regis-
tering by illness or unnecessary absence, although they were on
the official voting list, and where ¢hey were shown to have voted
for Mr. Farr we deducted them from Mr. Farr's vote.

RECESS.

The SPEAKER. The hour of 6 o'clock having arrived, the
House stands in recess until 8 o'clock.

Thereupon (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the House stood in recess until
8 o'clock p. m.

-

EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o'clock p. m.)
resumed its session.

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—FARR AGATNST M'LANE,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from DMassachusetts [Mr,
DarriNgeEr] is recognized.

Mr, McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important
gubject, and I think we ought to have a guorum here. T make
ihe point of no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma makes [l
point that no guorum is present. Clearly there is no guorumn

resent.
2 Mr. MONDELL. I move a call of the House,

The motion was agreed to.

‘editor of the Secranton Times,

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the
E;-I‘S&ﬁt at Arms will notify absentees, and the Clerk will call
e To

The Clerk called the roll, when the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Ackerman Ferris Eleczka Reavis
Anderson Fish Kreider Reed, N. X,
Andrews, Md Flood Langley hodes
Anthony Focht Iehlbach Riordan
Ashbrook Fordney Lonergan Rogers
Ayres rear Longworth Rowan
Bacharach I Luce Rubey
Baer Gallagher Lufkin danders, La.
Barkley Gandy Luhring Sanders, N. Y.
Bee Garner McAndrews Beott
Bell Glynn McFadden Scully
Benson Godwin, N. C, MeGlennon Sears
Britten Goldfogle McKenzie Sims
Browne MeKiniry Sinclair
Brumbaugh Goodall McKinley Small
utler Goodwin, Ark AMcLeod Smith, N. ¥.
Caldwell Goodykeontz  McPherson Euell
Candler oul Madden Snyder
Cannon Graham, T11. Magee Steagall
Carew Graliam, P, Maher Steele
Case Griffin Major Steenerson
g:;é Mo. Hamill | Mann, 8. C, 5 i
n am n Ma =
Coo Harreld g Strong, Kans,
Cople Haugen Mays Strong, Pa.
Costello Hays Merritt ety
Crago Hersey Moniegon Taylor, Ark,
Cramton . Hersman Moon Xhomas
Crisp Hill Mooney Timberlake
Curry, Calif Howard Moore, Va. Tinkham
Davey Huddiestoy Morin Towner
Davis, Minn ‘Hudspeth Mott Treadway
Dempsey Hulin Mudd Yare
Denison Hull, Tenn. Nelson, Wis, Venable
Dent Husted Nicholis L
Dickinson, Mo,  Ireland Oldfield Walters
ick Jncm{u Oliver Ward
Donovan ames, Mich Olney Watkins
Dooling Jefferis ige Webster
Doremus Johnson, 8. Dak. Parker Wel
Doughton Johmston, N. Y.  Patterson Wh
Drewry Jones, Pa Pell White, Me
Dunn Kahn Peters Wilson, Il
Eagle elley, Mich Phelan Wingo
Elliott Kelly, Pa Pou Wise
Ellsworth {endall Purnell Woodyard
on Eennedy, Iowa  Rainey, Ala, Yates
Kettner Rainey, Henry T. Young, N, Dak.
Evans, Mont Kiess Rainey, John'W. Zihlman
Evans, Ney Kineheloe Ramseyer
Fairfield Kitchin Ransley

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and twenty-four Members
have answered to their names. A gquorum is present.

Mr, MONDELL. I move to dispense with further proceed-
ings under the ecall.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. DALLINGER. I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ROBINSON of North Carolina. Alr, Speaker, I yield 20
minutes to the gentleman from Virginin TMr. Braxn], a mem-
ber of the committee.

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. Mr. Speaker and gentleman of the
House, there is a common ground on which I think Democrats
and Republicans as patriots may meet to-night, and that is to
do justice. [Applause.]

I have no doubt that it is the desire of every Member of this
House, as it has been the desire of every member of this com-
mittee, to deal fairly, justly, and honestly between these respec-
tive contestants, regardless of party politics or any other issue
that may be involved. The question is for you. If we have
been wrong, reverse us. If we have been right, then find in
accordance with the report of this committee.

If there is any man in this House who desires to serve on an
eleetion committee, I seriously question his sanity. [Laughter.]
Gentlemen, this committee has been through a record of over
1,300 printed pages, and whatever others may have done, so
far as I am concerned I say to you now, gentlemen, that I have
read every line of that testimony and read every line of the
briefs and have considered that testimony in connection with
the briefs, in order to arrive if possible at a fair conclusion.
[Applause.]

We have involved in this case on the part of the contestant
20 election districts. Some of those involve only the question
of illegal voters, unregistered persons. Others involve the ques-
tion of frand.

Genilemen, to consider this case in all of its aspects and in
all of its bearings I submit that you have got to go back to
the time when Mr, McLane announced himself a candidate for
Congress.

Bear in mind that there was no nomination in prospect on
the part of the Democrats. Mr. MeLane saw Mr, Murphy, city
and desired that he should
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announce that, if there were no other candidates, he himself

would be a candidate. The evidence shows that they saw that

Farr was riding as they say to a fall. Why? Because he had
. voted for prohibition and because he had voted in favor of

the restriction of immigration or against immigrants coming

into this country, to a certain extent, restricting them. Mr.
. McLane saw Mr. Murphy about running for Congress. He ex-
pressed his thought that rather than to go quietly around the
country seeing this person and that person, knowing all the
party workers he felt he could go to a large number of them
and get their support, and that then by putting up an aggressive
fight he would be able to win out. McLane had been a member
of the Democratic county committee from time to time for a
number of years. McLane contemplated considerable news-
paper publicity as a part of his campaign, as evidenced by the
testimony of his friend and supporter as follows:

A campaign for mayor upon that kind of a campaign that you now
say you understand McLane means when he used the words aggressive
campaign? Oh; yes; to go out before the people with newspaper
publicity.

Now, gentlemen, when you go to the account that has been
filed by the McLane campaign committee you find over $35,000—
approximately $5,500—spent for advertising alone. The people
who testified said that there never had been in that district such
a newspaper publicity campaign, and that McLane was unable
to get out but he made up in printers’ ink what he lost in the
way of holding meetings. :

Why do I bring this to your attention, gentlemen? Just here
let me say that I think there was too much money spent by all
parties in this campaign. . The Republican county committee
spent too much money, but you can not connect Farr with it.
The evidence is lacking to show that he knew anything more
than his contribution and expenditure on his part of $2,000
that he contributed to the Republican county committee. There
was o McLane commitfee that was organized in October, 1918.
There was spent by this committee approximately $10,000.
Every dollar of the MeLane campaign committeer except the
sum of $200 was contributed by liquor dealers nnd by brewers.

Mr, O'CONNELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr.  BLAND of Virginia. No; I can not yield, I have ouly a
limited time and I want to conclude, so that Mr. McLane may
have an opportunity to reply to what I say. Mr. McLane, I
submit, was charged with kndwledge of this enormous expendi-
ture. He saw the advertisements daily appear in the news-
 papers; he carried Mr. O'Toole, the man who made the cartoons,

to the Democratic county committee.

These committees were holding their sessions at two places.
MecLane says that he knew nothing about the McLane campaign
committee. His own friend, Huffnaegel, testified that he was
present at the Hotel Casey at meetings of the county committee
along with the McLane campaign committee., Can he say, gen-
tleman, when the McLane campaign commiftee was meeting a
block and a half down the sireet from the headquarters of the
Democratic county committee—the two -headquarters being
maintained in the same town, within a block and a half of each
other—that he did not meet the McLane committee in connec-
tion with the Democratic county committee? Can he say that
he did not know that there was a McLane campaign committee?

Furthermore, you will find over $5,000 of newspaper adver-
tisement paid by a man by the name of Bosack, who was a mem-
ber of the McLane committee, and it was paid back by the
MecLane campaign committee,

That is the situation, and I can only touch it in the high
places. Do you think under these circumstances he would not
know of the existence of the McLane campaign committee?
There is no evidence, so far as_Farr is concerned, beyond his
contribution of $2,000 to the Republican county committee,

Now, gentlemen, I must go on. The illegal votes have been
deducted proportionately, and that matter has been discussed.
I will not discuss it further.

Gentlemen, I want to call your attention im connection with
this situation to some of the evidence to show fraud at some
of these precincts.

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BLAND of Virginia. I have but very little time.

Mr. GARRETT,. Is there any evidence as to the amount
which the Republican committee expended? ;

Mr. BLAND of YVirginia. There is an account that the Re-
publican committee spent approximately $10,000, and I say
they spent too much. I think somebody ought to be prosecuted,
and if the law does not provide for prosecution, it should; but
how ean yon hold Farr responsible when his contribution is the
sum of $2,000 and there is no evidence to show any further

knowledge on his part?

‘Mr. LINTHICUM. Mry. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BLAND of Virginia. I can not yield any further.

Mr. LINTHICUM. But the gentleman talks all on one side
and will not answer any questions,

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. I am going to present the case as I
see it, and if gentlemen want to vote the other way, they can
do it. It is entirely immaterial to me.

Mr. LINTHICUM. We will do it, all right.

Mr. BRAND. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has declined to yield.

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. I decline to yield. 3
: AMlr. BRAND. But the gentleman did not decline to yield
0 me.

_ Mr. BLAND of Virginia. I ean not possibly yield. My time
is almost up now. I want to ¢all attention to some of the evi-
dence of fraud. I wish it were possible to read all of this
evidence—how man after man was approached and asked to go
to the polls in these different precincts where the vote was
thrown out on account of fraud. In reply to the request to
vote, the man would answer, “I am a foreigner; I am an alien;
I have only my first papers,” and yet the reply always came,
*“ Why this is a wet and dry fight; go ahead; everybody is vot-
ing to-day”; and in other cases it was, “ Wilson has asked
everybody to vote, and everybody is going to vote.” Here is
just one precinct that I want to call attention to, Olyphant
Borough, fourth ward. This is one of those which was thrown
out. There were 46 more votes in the ballot box than there
were names on the voting list. On the voting list there were
contained the names of 204 persons,

There were such strong evidences of fraud at this precinet
that, in my opinion, the returns must be rejected. Attention ha%
been directed to the presence in the ballot box of 46 votes more
than appeared on the voting list. The voting list was num-
bered. From numbers 1 to 23, inclusive, names appeared, then
from 24 to 75, both inclusive, no names appear. The last
name appearing on the voting list was opposite No. 256, but
52 names had been omitted. It appears from the evidence,
page 377, that on the first page of the voting list there were
23 names; on the second page, none; on the third page, none;
on the fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth, and tenth
piges, 25 names each: and G on page 11; making 204 names in
all. There were two blank lines on the first page. That night
when the ballots were counted there were thrce more ballots
than ‘stubs. The officials would not sign the returns for this
reason until the Monday following the election, when they signed
under direction of the court. When they were in court, how-
ever, no one called the attention of the court to the fact that
there were only 204 names on the voting list.

According to Onze, judge of election, when the election was
over the stubs were counted, and they were found to be 204,
page 332. 'This is significant, for it corresponds identically with
the number of voters whose names were actually on the voting
list. When it was secn that the stubs were 204, they looked ut
the last number on the voting li-t and found it to be 256. Then
there were a few men who started to holler about it, that
there were so many stubs short, and a few seconds after Charlie
Simons walked around and picked up a pad of stubs from the
floor near Charlie O'Boyle, and between him and the box. Onze
had been handing out the ballots, and he had been separating
them from the stub with a ruler and knife.

The stubs which were found on the floor were uneven and had
been torn off (333). The edges were ragged. There were
around 50 of these ballot stubs. These 50 brought them to abonut
3 or 4 of the voters as shown by the last name on the voting
list. It will be remembered that in part there were 204 nanes
on the voting list, but the last name appeared on line 256, so
that it looked as though there were 256 votes so long as the list
was not examined. The, stubs first found on the table corre-
spond with the actual number of voters but not the apparent
number of voters. When the 50 stubs were found on the floor
the stubs were 254, or 2 less than the apparent number of voters
and 4 more than the actual ballots in the box.

This witness and the majority inspector say that they did not
find out that night that there were only 204 names on the list.
They were 10 or 15 minutes trying to find the stubs, and picked
them up by the chair of Charley O'Boyle. Charlie O'Boyle
picked them up. According to the witness, Onza, the names
1 to 23 on the voting list were in O'Boyle’s handwriting, except
one name. The names from 76 to 157 were in O’Boyle’s hand-
writing, except Nos. 105 and 106. At the time O'Boyle picked
the stubs off the floor Ernest Simons, Republican watecher, said:
“Well, you might be able to do that in Jessup, but you can't
do it here” !
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According to Hartman, Republican watcher, Simons, an-
other Republican watcher, picked up the ballots where O'Boyle
was sitting. There was picked up a pad of stubs containing 50,
he thinks, and he says, page 822:

It was a pad and the stubs picked off the floor was tore off ed,
where the other pads were tore straight. There was a ruler u to
tear the stubs off.

Again the witness says that those that were picked off the
floor were not the same as the judge had cut; they were torn
off ragged, while he had cut them off with a knife.

IisThe witness knew nothing of the blank pages on the voters’

t.

This witness also says:

There was ballots read that come out of the box when they were
counting them that had the ragged edge that would correspond with
the ragged edges of the stubs on the floor (p. 323).

It is fair to state that there is evidence that after the polls
closed at night the ballot stubs and different things were
thrown on the floor. Simons says he put in a kick, and they
were picked up. The floor was practically clean, so far as
he could see. This was before the stubs were found. After
the ballot stubs were counted there were 204, and everybody
expressed surprise, as there appeared to be 256 names on the
voting list. BMr. Simons says:

There was two hundred and fifty and some names on the list and
204 ballot stubs; and Mr. O'Boyle arose, and when he did I looked
alongside of where he was sitting and 1 seen somethinf rolled up, and I
walked around behind the chair and picked it up, and I used the expres-
sion, ** What the hell is this? "™ and I threw it on the table. It was fifty
and some ballot stubs.

The witness says they were rolled up, and he straightened
them out and counted thenr. This witness also says that they
did not count the nanres on the voting list; they simply looked
at the last name and number.

This witness also says that after dinner on election day he
had a conversation with Charley O'Boyle. The witness says
(p. 345) :

He wanted to know who I was working for, and I told him &
straight Republican ticket, and he asked me would I have any objec-
tions to going along on swapping votes, and I said what did he mean,
and be sald to give the votes in the box to McLane if he would give
them to me for Davis. T asked If the Republican overseer was in on
that, and he said, ** Yes,” and 1 said I could not give him an answer
on that. It surprised me that the Republican overseer was in on a deal
like that, and I walked away and left him,

That is the evidence at one of these precincts. If you will
go to others, you will find where election officers were out asking
men to come to vote, and when the nren told them that they
were not qualified to vote, that they were aliens—— .

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virginia
has expired.

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield me five minutes nrore?

Mr. ROBINSON of North Carolina. I yield five minutes more
to the gentleman,

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. Take some of these precinets, and
you find what? You find men who were fighting on the other
side who were apparently there voticg that day; you will find
again and again the names there of mren who were dead who
were voting on that day. That is the evidence. It should be con-
sidered. I could go on and fake up these precincts one by one,
and you will find that this evidence of fraud permeates all, and
the question was, * Come on and vote, it is wet and dry to-day;
come on, you want to vote wet.”

Gentlemen, it was not a fight between the Republican and the
TDemocratic Parties, it was a wet and dry fight. I wish it were
possible to go on and give you all of the evidence in this case. I
believe the committée has been as fair as it possibly could be. I
know that I have studied this record as I never studied a record
before in any case. The chairman of this committee has given
every consideration to the other gide in extending all of the time
possible to examine these names,

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. I have only five minutes; I can
not yield now. Well, I will try to answer the gentleman’s ques-
tion.

Mr. BURKE. I understand the gentleman to say that it was
a wet and dry fight back in Seranton between Mr. Farr and
Mr, McLane,

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. I do not recall that there is any
evidence as to the Scranton district. I will say this: That it
was a wet and dry fight in every one of these precincts that are
in question here, and if you read {ae record you will find that
to be so.

Mr. BURKE. How many dry members are there on this com-
mittee? [Laughter.]
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Mr. BLAND of Virginia.
I have not considered that.

Mr. BURKE. Was there any other issue between these two
men back in Scranton submitted to the committee?

Mr. BLAND of Virginia, The issue was fraud, which is all
along the line, as in the Olyphant Borough, which I have read
here before this committee. Any other issue? If you are cast-
ing votes in the name of dead men, I submit there is another
issue,

Mr. BABKA, Is there any evidence who these fellows voted
for?

Mr, BLAND of Virginia. No; we did not bring any of the
dead back to life to testify. It was impossible to find out who
was casting the vote for the dead men.

Mr. BABKA. But did they vote for Farr or for McLane?
For whom did they count the votes?

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. If a vote is cast in the name of a
man who is in the cemetery, how can they find out who cast
the vote? [Laughter.]

Mr. BABKA. But why charge McLane with it?

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. Because there is fraud, and so long
as I am on an elections committee of this House I shall vote
against fraud wherever it appears. [Applause.]

Mr, BABKA. Was there any evidence which one committed
the fraud?

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. DEWALT. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. DEWALT. In order that I may be entirely explicit, there
were 1,006 votes—am I correct?——

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. I do not recollect.
has the report, and he will have to verify that.

Mr. DEWALT (continuing). Declared to be fraudulent.
According to the report of the gentleman’s committee it is deter-
mined that they can not determine how those votes were cast.
Is that true?

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. They have deducted them propor-
tionately except in the precinets that were thrown out. I have
been practicing law long enough to know that I can answer in
my own way, and I shall.

Mr. DEWALT. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DEWALT. I have heard from the chairman of your
committee. I ask that the gentleman's time be extended one
minute.

Mr, BLAND of Virginia. All right; I have no objection.

Mr. ROBINSON of North Carolina. 1 yield one minute more
to the gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. DEWALT. I understand from the argument that 77 wit-
nesses have been examined out of 1,006. The testimony pre-
served by the committee is 77 out of 1,006——

Mr, DALLINGER. That is not correct; I did not——

Mr. DEWALT. Now, then, the committee has passed upon.
the evidence as presented. The committee determined by the
testimony of 77 out of 1,006.

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. It is determined by the evidence of
witnesses both sides introduced. If there were any other wit-
nesses Mr, McLane wanted introduced before the committee,
they could be summoned and the evidence taken. This com-
mittee arrived at its coneclusion upon the evidence that came
before it. [Applause.] .

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex-

I do not know anything about that.

The gentleman

pired.

Mr. ROBINSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McLaxg], the
contestee. [Applause.]

Mr., McLANE. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I
am going to read from a prepared statement for about 15
minutes, After that I will permit any Member of the House
to ask any question that he sees fit to ask pertaining to this
contest. In order to clear up the few things which have been
said by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Braxp] and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr, DAaLriNceEr] relative to throw-
ing out the votes which they claim were illegally cast, I wounld
like both of them before I proceed to state specifically, if they
can do so, how many witnesses were called in the contest pro-
ceedings by the contestant and myself. I want to get this fact
before the House. The committee disqualified 1,006 voters,
when as a matter of fact only 358 witnesses were called by
contestant in the entire contest proceedings. The contestant
did not disqualify a sufficient number of votes to overcome my
majority., With only 358 witnesses called, where does the coms-
mittee get the evidence to disfranchise 1,006 voters?
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The guestion that you are going to decide to-day is not the
unseating of Mr, McLane or the seating of Mr. Farr. You
are deciding a far mere important guestion. You are deciding
whether or not a legally elected Democrat from the tenth
Pennsylvania district has a right to sit as a Member of this
House.

I say this for the reason that I am the second Democrat
elected from the tenth Pennsylvania district in 80 years, Hon,
George Howell was the other, and he, like myself, had contest
proceedings instituted against him and was unseated without
any juslification for the act because he was honestly and legally,
elected, Kighteeh yenrs later I was elected only to find that
I am to meet the same fate. J

I am told that politics cut very little fizure in a contest case,
and I believe this to be trme. I am fully satisfled that no
{Meruber of this House has any desire to vote to unseat a man
because of his political affiliations, nor do I believe it is the
intention of the Elections Committee to do so. However, I do
‘believe it is the lack of knowledge of local conditions on the
part of the committee that prompts the making of such a
,report as was submitted to this House. That was shown in
.the Connell-Howell contest—18 years ago—and I shall iry
;o prove to the satisfaction of the Members present that it hap-
pened in this case.
|} I am not going to take the position that I did not receive
,fome illegal votes. Where more than 23,000 votes are cast some
\illegal votes are liable to creep in. However, I am of the
‘opinion that Mr. Farr received as many of them as I did.
| “The testimony will show the only illegal act proven in the
_election was mn act of illegal registration committed in the
interest of Mr, Farr by Mr, Histed.
| Mr, JOHNSON of Mississippi. What did they do, kill him
'so that he could not testify ¥
| Mr. McLANE. No; they gave him a job, and incidentally Mr.
 Histed was never brought to trial, notwithstanding that he
ywas indicted by the grand jury of our county. On the contrary,
he was given a job at the eapitol at Harrisburg for efficient
work, : '

Mr, LUHRING. Is-thatin the record?

MMy, MocLANE. Yes, gir; it is in the record. : ]

Mr. DEWALT, Will the gentleman yield? o

Mr, McLANE. If the gentleman will remnin patient.

Mr, DEWALT., But I would like to know right now.

Mr, MCLANE. If the committee had taken the time to com-
pare the Republican registration in the various districts with
Ithe vote returned for My, Farr, particularly in the city of Scran-
ton, it would show conclusively that he was not beaten because
'of any fraud committed in my interest, but because the Repub-

«lican voters failed to support him. Alr. Farr did not poll his
'party vote in any district in the city. He did not even poll his
‘party vote in his home ward, which is sirongly Republican.

He, nor his attorney, does not allege that any illegal wvotes
were cast in my behalf in the city of Scranton; yet he ran
3,802 votes behind his party registration.

'+ I wish to call your attention particularly to the charge that
I conspired with others to defraud Mr. Farr out of his seat in
Congress. If cxercising the right of citizenship is conspiracy,
then I am guilty. 5
. In Pennsylvania we have our primaries for Congress in tke
month of May preceding the November election. We were
within a few months of the primaries with Mr, Farr as the
only candidate in the field for Congress on either ticket.
There was a feeling among Democrats that he was unbeatable
and that he should be reelected without opposition. Upen
hearing this I immediately announced in the Scranton Times,
the Democratic daily, that if no other Democrat sought the
nomination for Congress I would accept if, As no other Demo-
crat came forward I became the Democratic nominee. If be-
coming a candidate in this manner is conspiracy, then I am
guilty; otherwise I am not.

. BEwvery Member knows there is no foundation for such a silly
allegation in a contest proceeding, and the thing that Mr.
TFarr should have said when making out his biil of particulars
1is that it Is illegal for the majority of the voters of the tenth
'Pennsylvania district to vote against him,

. No doubt he feels justified in charging the brewers and wet
voters with conspiracy for deserting the Republican Party. But
he seems to lose sight of the fact that he benefited by their sup-
port in the campaigns of 1910 and 1914, I want to assure you
also that he willingly amptm‘tpe?_aummt in both campaigns.

; fikn i

R

I wish to call your attention to ihe charge that there were
many nonregistered votes cast in my faver. This is a pure
fabrication and was conceived by Mr. Farr's attorney, Mr,
Mosher, who is a past master at the art of pelitical manipula-
tion and has a reputation in our community for being able to
cleverly perpetrate any and all the illegal acts which he ulleges
were committed in my interest.

This is the same Mr, Mosher who, after being indicted by the
grand jury with two other gentlemen for committing an illegal
act in the interest of a friend some years ago, escaped going to
Jail because the memory of one of the witnesses failed: the
other two were found guilty and went to jail. The witness
whose memory failed was given a job on the police force in
Scranton, which poesition he holds to this day.

Is it not very strange that none of the men who were charged
with committing these illegal acts or. election frauds were not
called before the grand jury?

Mr, Farr, with his 85 years’ political experience, is not the
novice that he is endeavoring to make this House believe he is,
He is fully aware of the fact that proof of fraud would
strengthen his ease with the committee.

Mr, Farr, having represented a Republican district for four
terms in this House, was defeated by. the voters of his own party
faith in a year when the Republican Party increased their
representation in this House, No doubt he was very much dis-
appointed and came here for redress.

I did not defeat Mr, Farr. The voters of the tenth'Pennsyl-
vania district defeated him. The eampaign was fought out on
issues which Mr. Farr voted upon in this House, It is the
privilege of this House to give Mr, Farr something denied him
by the voters of the tenth Penmsylvania district .in the general
election of 1918 and the primaries of 1920.

In our testimony we have proven that Mr. Farr benefited by
the illegal registration in the city of Carbondale and we assumed
that other irregularities occurred. Therefore, I asked for a
recount of the votes cast in the districts which I attacked in the
city of Carbondale, but was denied that right by the Elections
Committee No, 1. 3

Let me make a comparison of the vote cast for Mr, Farr in
the city of Scranton with the Republican registration. In the
city of Scranton we have personal registration: The city
consists of 22 wards, 4 of which showed a Democratic regis-
tered majority and 18 a Republican majority. T carried 11
wards, and Mr. Farr carried 11. The total Republican regis-
tration in 1918 was 7,787; the Democratie, 3,0654. Myr. Farr
only carried the city by 753 votes, thereby losing approximately
4,000 votes. Mr. Farr also ran behind the Republican vote in
every district in the county. Heretofore these distriets always
went Republican. In 1918 they gave me a majority.

Let me call your attention to Mr, Farr's home ward. He re-

sides in the second distriet of the twenty-first ward, city of
Seranton. He lost 40 votes in this district. His ward showed a
registered Republican majority of 318; he carried it by 04,
thereby losing 258 votes.
. I also wish to call your attention to the eleventh and nine-
teenth wards of the city of Scranton. The Republican registered
majority was 514. T carrled these two wards by a majority of
3840, thereby making a gain of 8521 votes in both wards.

The committee in its report recommends the throwing out of
whole districts because they believe many men voted who were
not registered. That is, in their opinien, sufficient reason to
disfranchise thousands of voters.

The statement made by contestant that many who were not
registered voted is incorrect if the election returns of 1917-1919
and 1920 as certified by the prothonotary’s office are correct;
or if the registration figures taken from the Republican county
commissioner’s office is any criterion to go by, the allegations
are not only untrue but are put in for the purpose of deceiving
this committee. .

I do not think I ought to read the vote cast, Inasmuch as it
would take too long. So I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker,
that the figures be inserted in the Rrcoxrp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recoen for the
purpose indicated. Is there objection?

- Mr. McOLINTIC. Mr, Speaker, I want to say that if the
gentleman wants fo extend the figures in the Recorp, I have no
objection.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection.
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Congress, 1916. Sheriff, 1917, Congress, 1918, Judge, 1919, Congress, 1920,
Ward. | DI | Bur-
“| tret. | oonen Farr ,| Reap, Farr, |MecLane, | Maxey, | O'Neill, | Connell, | McLane,
d Repuf)— Repub- Repub- | Demo- |Republi-| Demo- | Repub- | Demo-
D‘g‘? lican. i crat. | lican. | crat. can. crat. | lican. | ecrat.

100 143 163 174 71 156 14 206 73 332
78 160 150 84 5 226 139 156 171 148
253 56 63 355 18 318 21 447 67 34
T2 49 78 104 1 190 55 135 o1 21
178 207 268 255 88 182 253 258 303 201
87 189 263 116 28 191 206 183 1 183
137 7% 107 13 82 64 95 ™ 273 224
83 32 164 g1 17 127 29 79 89 151
148 79 g2 165 53 119 80 114 218 300
104 ar 39 129 12 105 115 101 84 29
30 19 =i 48 2 50 3 46 8 53
262 40 35 319 10 - 278 37 268 62 557
83 St 68 185 38 161 116 139 104 255
64 206 185 93 112 135 215 133 356 435
1687 28 43 239 11 239 24 234 28 255
Do 92 32 23 124 7 106 17 134 5 467
Fell Township 80 55 75 108 19 76 20 149 103 137
Throap 106 273 360 |. - 335 108 250 - ATL 248 622 363
WINEON . oot b reris 162 104 179 251 24 196 169 259 137 53t
iz 141 o4 184 137 16 184 153 243 145 345
Total. 2,519 1, 963 2,574 3,445 732 3,353 2,421 3,626 3,413 6,427

Mr. McLANE. Herein are the returns of the vote cast in the
districts attacked for the yearsof 1917,1918,1919 and the male
registration of 1920. The figures show plainly that there were
hundreds of legal voters in these districts who did not cast a
vote in the election of 1918. The returns show that less than 60
per cent of the voters cast their ballots in 1918. Only 23,000
out of the 40,000 voters cast their ballots. It was a Republican
falling off, and I received the benefit of it.

Let us see what evidence the committee had to show that men
who were not registered voted. Only the evidence of the county
commissioners’ clerks, and that evidence was so jumbled that it
would not stand in any court. How did Mr. Mosher get his
evidence? He was permitted to send a number of boys and
girls to the county commissioners’ office to make a copy of the
registration books. The commissioners' clerks swore that said
lists were certified copies of the registration books, The names
on the supposed certified copies were then compared with the
names on the voting check list, and if a letter was omitted in
a name or a name misspelled, or even an “i” not dotted, the
committee was led to believe that the men who voted were not
on the registration books.

Mr. Farr did not call the county commissioners to testify
to the correctness of the books. Why, gentlemen, 50 per cent
of the legal vote of our district could be thrown out on this
flimsy pretext, because I take it that about half of the names
on the voting check lists are not spelled the same as they are
on the registration books.

The evidence on page 550 will show how the testimony of
John Lewis, a clerk in the county commissioners’ office, got into
the record. A careful perusal of it will prove that it was put in
for the purpose of deceiving the committee. -

That was conceived by Mr. Mosher and the clerks in the Re-
publican commissioner’s office for the purpose of deceiving this
committee. Now, it is a well-known fact that in the districts
attacked by Mr, Farr, in the election of 1916, when he was a
candidate and was elected, they polled more votes in these dis-
tricts than they did in 1918. They polled 1,800 more votes in
1917 than in 1918. They polled 2,000 more votes in the same dis-
tricts in 1919 in the judicial contest. In the tenth congressional
district in 1919 we polled 37,000 votes in a judicial contest
against 23,000 in 1918,

Now, that is connected with a charge of Mr, DarrLiNger that
he did not have a man on the hoard anywhere. We have a law
in Pennsylvania which permits both eandidates to go into court
and submit 4 name of an overseer and have him appointed by the
court. He is the choice of the candidate or the party. So it
disproves the statement of the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. Dattrnger] that he did not have a man in any of the dis-
tricts.

The testimony of the Republican county chairman shows that
Mr. Farr or the Republican county committee had a right to
name a man in every election district to oyersee the count as
an additional safeguard.

The Republican chairman and the prothonotary said that the
court appointed the men recommended by the Republican com-
mittee,

The returns show that Mr. Farr ran® behind his party regis-
tration in every voting district in Lackawanna County except
in the city of Carbondale, where the registration list was
padded in his interest. We impounded the ballot boxes in these
districts by a court order in the hope that we could have a re-
count of the votes made by Elections Committee No. 1. As L
stated before, this privilege was denied us by said committee.

We feel that we should be granted the right to have a recount
of the votes. Both sides in this contest called about the same num-
ber of witnesses. Contestant called about 858, and I ealled 330.
Contestant did not disqualify a sufficient number of voters to
overcome my majority, and the only way he can be seated is by
throwing out the entire vote in the Democratic districts, as Elec-
tions Committee No. 1 has recommended. How easy, how un-
fair, and how dangerous that procedure is. A committee of this
House, unfamiliar.with conditions in the tenth Pennsylvania
district, on the advice of a lawyer of questionable repute, dis-
franchised hundreds of legal voters in order to give a bonus to
a defeated candidate.

Mr. Farr, through his attorney, Mr. Mosher, has tried to im-
press the Elections Committee with the idea that the foreign-
born citizens of the tenth Pennsylvania district are undersirable
citizens. There is no truth in this allegation. The contrary is
true. These men mine our coal and ask only an opportunity
to earn an honest living, and Mr. Farr or Mr, Mosher should
not misrepresent them to this Congress simply because they
think it bolsters up a bad case.

Most of them are Republicans, and have voted that ticket
consistently for a good many years.

I am charged with couspiring with others to defraul Mr.
Farr out of his seat in Congress. :

I was a candidate from the 18th of May to the 5th of No-
vember and Mr. Farr never heard of a conspiracy until he was
defeated. The conspiracy is as mythical as the McLane cam-
paign—both came to life at the same time.

Mr. Farr, through the Scranton Republican, the Republican
daily, called attention to the fact that this case was similar to
the Newberry case when he started contest proceedings, ns far
as expenditure of money was concerned. I am not prepared to
say whether it is or not; but I am prepared to say this, that I
was not in position to violate the corrupt-practices act when
I accepted the nomination. The gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. DaLtaNGer] alleges that if the act is not enforced in my
particular case it will become a farce. Now, it is rather
strange that a gentleman can sit over on the other side of the
Capitol for almost two years, when everybody knows he violated
the law, when he has been indicted, and yet it is a farce if a
Democrat retains his seat, but it is good law if a Republican
retains his.

Inasmuch as we touched on this phase of the contest, I want
to eall the attention of the Republican Members to the items
of expenditure in the recent-election.

In the recent election my successful opponent spent $32,000.
I do not think you propose to put him out. I do not expect you
will. There is no contest proceeding instituted against him,
That is the fault of the lawmakers. He believes that by spend-
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ing it through the Republican commitiee it is legal. At least,
some of the gentlemen who made the unfavorable report on my
case feel the same way about it.

Mr. BURKE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McLANE. Yes.

AMr. BURKE. Is it your intention to contest the gentleman
that is now elected fo succeed you in Congress?

Mr. McLANE. I will say to the gentleman, no. The fight is
all over and I am through. Two years hence I have redress if
I see fit to take advantage of it.

His brother contributed $9,000 .to the Republican county
committee, his brother-in-law $13,500, and one of his mill fore-
men contributed $5,500.

Mr. OLDFIELD. Whose brother?

Mr, McLANE. His brother, not Mr. Farr. I am talking
jabout the recent election. I am talking about the corrupt
practices act. :

Now, gentlemen of the House, if there is anybody on either
side of the House who wants to ask any questions about this
|ease I shall willingly answer.

I thought I had made it plain to the Members how I became
a candidate., I became a candidate conditionally. Mr. Farr
'was about to be indorsed by the Democratic Party. Of course,
I did not want that, and I said to the members of the Demo-
eratic Party, and particularly to Mr. Murphy, of the Scranton
Times, that if no other Democrat would take the nomination,
I would do so. In the meantime we would try fo get somebody
‘to run on the ticket.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippl.
the gentleman a question.

Mr. McLANE. Very well.

AMr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. The record shows that you
made a report to Congress that you expended $748.04, The
record shows that the McLane campaign committee spent
$12,800. Did you appear before the commiitee and make a
statement in regard to that? Did you deny that?

Mr, McLANE. No, sir. I denied that because I could not
trathfully say so. This is what happened. The gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. Braxp] misstated the facts. This is what
happened : The election was very quiet until the 15th of Octo-
ber. Then I commenced the campaign through the Democratic
organization. I had absolutely no connectlon whatever with
the campaign committee, and there is not a semblance of evi-
dence to show that I ever solicited one dollar from this supposed
campaign committee. As a matter of fact there was no such
thing as the McLane campaign committee until the expense
account was filed, and I was as much surprised as any other
citizen in our community on seeing if,

Mr, JOHNSOXN of Mississippi. You had nothing to do with it?

Mr. McLANE. I had absolutely nothing to do with it.

Ar. JOHNSON of Mississippl. The Newberry case shows
that there was over $100,000 spent in his behalf and that he had
knowledge of a large part of it. He was tried by a Republican
judge, convicted by a Republiean jury, sentenced by a Republi-
can judge to 10 years in the penitentiary, and yet there has
been no charge brought against him in {he Senate. I think that
ought to go into the record.

Mr. McLANE, I want to say to the Members of the House
that if I or any other Democrat in the tenth Pennsylyania dis-
triect had vielated any law, we would be brought before the
grand jury and indicted. There is no question about that. Our
district is strongly Republican, and I am the only Democratic
official from that county. Every other man in the courthouse
is a Republican, with the possible exception of a minority county
commissioner, which the law provides we must have. Now, if
Mr. Farr or the Republican committee of that county at that
time, as they say, had no protection, I am at a loss to know
why. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER.
vania has expired.

Mr. McLANE. Will the gentleman from North Carolina let
me have five minutes more?

Mr. ROBINSON of North Carolina.
five minutes additional.

Mr. CARAWAY. Has anybody been indicted for fraud in
connection with the election?

Mr. McLANE. One Lepublican.

Mr. CARAWAY. Has he ever been tried?

Alr. McLANE. No. He was given a job at Harrisburg.

Mr. Speaker, I want to ask

The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-

I yield to the gentleman

[Laughter.]
Ar. CARAWAY. For being indicted?
AMr. McLANE. Yes. [Lezughter.]

Mr. CARAWAY. I want to ask the gentleman another gues-
tion. How much does the record show was spent for Mr. I'arr
in this campaign?

Mr. McLANE, About $10,400, I think. I am not certain
about that. Approximately as much as I expended, or our sup-
posed committee expended.

Mr. CARAWAY., And he was as close {o that as you were
to the other fund?

Mr. McCLANE. Of course he was, [Laughter,]

Mr. DALLINGER. Is it not a fact that Mr. Farr had no cam-
paign committee, and that the $10,000 to which you just referred
was all the expense of the county committee for all the Repub-
lican candidates, from the governor down?

Mr, McLANE. I will say to the gentleman that that is a
distinction without a difference. It was expended in his inter-
est, just the same,

Mr. DALLINGER. Was not all the money expended by the
Democratic county committee spent for yon just the same?

Mr. McLANE. And for two other candidates. I had run-
ning with me a Democratic candidate for Senator, and we had
a Democratic candidate for governor, who received the benefif
of the money expended by the Democratic commitiee. The
other committee I know nothing about.

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Braxno] laid particular
stress on the point of the fourth ward of Olyphant. That ward
is a Republican ward; always has been. I carried it by a
small majority, I think a majority of 34, or thereabouts. That
board is composed of a Republican judge, a Nepublican ma-
Jjority inspector, and a Democratic minority inspector.

Mr, JOHNSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield for another gquestion?

AMr. McLANE. Yes.

Mr, JOHNSON of Mississippi. Who controls the election
machinery—the Republicans or the Democrats?

Mr. McLANE. The majority party in the district. Now
six, I think, of the districts attacked, are Republican districts.
The second distriet of the second ward of Archbald is a IRepubli-
can {istrict. The three districts of the Dickson City borough
are Republican districts, and three of them are attacked; and
incidentally I am informed that Mr. Farr sat with the third
ward board of Dickson City while the votes were counted.
Why, it scemed rather preposterous to think that one Democrat
should defraud all those innocent Republicans in my distriet.
fLaughter and applause.]

Mr, Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. ROBINSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I yleld 10
minutes to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. McCrixtic], a
former member of the committee.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklalioma is recog-
nized for 10 minutes.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
I was a member of the Committee on Elections No, 1 when the
greater portion of this testimony was heard. I feel that it is but
fair to the House, to AMr. McLane, and to Mr. Farr that I should
state just why I did not continue as a member of that commit-
tee until the time arrived to write the report on this case,

During the latter part of the month of December I was as-
sured by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. XKircHIN]
in the presence of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr., Orp-
riern] that I wounld be given another committee assignment to
fill a vacancy that existed at that time; and having confidence
in the gentleman from North Carelina, I sent in my resignation
to the Speaker. Then later on the committee met; some one
threw me a curve, and from that time on I was left as a
member of the Committee of the Whole. [Laughter.]

Mr. Speaker, it is unfortunate that two Members of Congress
should have to contest for a seat in this great legislative body,
and unless a person has had a contest for a seat in some legis-
lative body, he can not have a conception of what one has to go
through as a party to a confroversy of this kind.

This House is confronted with a moest remarkable spectacle
here to-night. We have a man here whose seat is contested,
standing alone, looking you all in the face and inviting every,
Member here to ask him any questions that they care to ask
relative to this particular controversy. Not a single member of
the committee stands by him, but he stands alone on the floor
fighting single-handed for his rights, fighting in a way that
entitles him to receive the praise of every Member who hears or
sees his attitude in this connection. [Applause.]

What are the facts in this case? The gentleman who brought
this contest has been a Member of Congress heretofore. Ha
has had experience in filing campaign accounts, and so he files
here a campaign account of his expenditures, not in his own
name but in the name of the county committee, showing that
$10,413.96 was collected by his county committee and that
$9,768.16 was expended by that committee, And if you turn to
the back of the report which is sworn to, you will find that not
a single dime of this money was used in the furthering of the
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candidacy of anyone else who made a contest for election in that

ar.

Contrasting that statement, we find here a Member who tells
you that he knows nothing about any organization that expended
money in order that he might be elected to Congress. There is
nothing to connect him with the report that was made by a
campaign committee who felt that they were honoring him
because they allowed his name to be at the head of that com-
mittee, He filed his account here just the same as you and I
file our accounts, setting out the items that he had expended,
and they have not been disputed in any word of the testimony
that I have heard.

But the Committee on Elections comes here to-night with a
report and says that because some $12,000 was expended in
that campaign that the contestee had constructive notice that
this money was being expended for him, and that for this
reason he hns violated the corrupt practices act.

I want to say to you that if you will refer to the items that
are contained in the expenditures enumerated by his campaign
committee, and then contrast the same with the items that
show the expenditures by the gentleman who has brought this
contest, you will find that they are, in the main, for publicity
and for different kinds of expenses which are made in congres-
gional campaigns,

But, my friends, let us go a little further. The committee
found that 1,006 votes were illegal, and this result was used
as n basis for arriving at a final conclusion. These votes were
deducted from those which were formally credited to Mr.
McLane and credited to Mr. Farr, and by throwing out a num-
ber of votes it was finally decided that the contestant was
entitled to a seat in this House.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. WIII the gentleman yield?

Mr, McOLINTIO. I will

Mr, HARDY of Texas, Was it not apparent that the only
man on the Republican ticket who had any fight was Mr. Farr,
;mrl tha,t the money raised and spent was spent substantially
or him -

Mr, McCLINTIC. If you will look in the back of the 1,300
page record, in the list of expenditures filed by the campaign
committee you will not find a single item that will show that
money was expended to help any other candidate who aspired
for office that year.

Mr, HARDY of Texas., No other Republican candidate?

Mr, McCLINTIC. No other Republican candidate.

Mr. FLOOD. Can the gentleman tell us why Mr. Farr did
not have constructive notice that this money was spent in his
behalf, and was therefore bound by that constructive notice?

Mr. McOLINTIC. I can not answer that question; put I want
to call your attention to this ome fact and that is 1,006 votes
were found to be illegally cast. No member of the committee is
going to say for whom those votes were cast. Can any member
of the committee tell whether they should have gone to the
credit of Mr. McLane or of Mr, Farr? No. But because of some
construction based on a State law it has been decided that a
number of votes were illegally cast. No one knows who these
votes were cast for, yet the committee feels warranted in de-
ducting them from the number of votes cast for Mr, McLane,
I want to call your attention to this situation and I have made
mention of it to the ranking minority member of the committee.
Mr, McLane went info the court of common pleas and asked
that 32 ballot boxes be impounded in order that the records con-
tained in the same might be brought before this committee. In
these 32 boxes there were cast 4,687 votes. The tally sheets and
the voters' lists in those boxes have never been before this com-
mittee,

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from- Oklahoma
has expired.

Mr. ROBINSON of North Carolina. I yield to the gentleman
five minutes more,

Mr, McCLINTIO. This being the case, there is not a Member
of this House nor a member of this committee that ean success-
fully deny the fact that there were just as many illegal votes
in those 32 boxes impounded as were found in the 8 boxes in
which the 1,006 votes were found to be illegal. Therefore, I say,
it is not fair that a great committee of this House should bring
in a report of this kind.

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McCLINTIC. Yes,

Mr. RAKER, Why were the 82 boxes not brought before the
Election Committee and counted?

Mr. McCLINTIC. All that I can say is that on the next to
the last page of the testimony is found the court order which
caused the 32 boxes to be impounded. I have figured them up
and there are 4,687 votes in those boxes.

Mr. RAKER. Does the gentleman know whether the con-
testee requested the committee to have those boxes brought
before that committee and counted?

Mr, McCLINTIC. I will yield to the contestee to answer
that question. Did the contestee ask that the boxes impounded
be brought before the committee?

Mr. McLANE. I did, and not only that but I got a court order
from the judge of the guarter sessions, Lackawanna County,
and you will find it in the record on page 353.

Mr, RAKER. On what basis did the committee refuse to
bring those 32 boxes before the committee and count them?

Mr. McCLINTIC. Some member of the committee will have
to answer that gnestion.

Mr, ROBINSON of North Carolina. The request was made
that the boxes be brought before the committee and counted,
but, as there was no allegation of fraud in those precincts, that
request was denied.

Mr. RAKER. The contestee received the majority vote. If
you get down to the—-

Mr. McCLINTIC. I can not yield further. There were 1,006
votes thrown out of the eight boxes because the State law re-
quired the voters to be registered before they could have the
right of suffrage. If there were 1,006 votes subtracted from
the total from those eight boxes, who Is there here can say
how many votes would have been found illegal in the 32 im-
pounded boxes had they been brought before the committee and
the votes properly examined?

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that there are more foreigners,
I dare say, in that congressional district than are to be found in
any other district in the entire United States. I realize that
many of them did not understand the State law relating to
elections.

But the committee has no right to examine one half of the
testimony offered in this case and then take those votes found
to be illegal because the voters were not registered and throw
them out without examining the other half that was brought to
their attention by the contestee in this case. I want to say
that every man, regardless of who he is, or where he comes
from, is entitled to a run for his white alley. There is not a mem-
ber of the committee that can say that McLane has spent more
money than was spent by the contestant in this case. There isnot
a member of the committee that can say that Mr. Farr received
more votes in this election than was received by McLane, be-
cause they have not gone down to the very bottom of this case
and examined all the records that were cited in the brief. This
being the case, I do not see how any Member here ghould want
to vote on this guestion until mll the evidence that has been
cited in the brief has been brought to the attention of the com-
mittee and then properly and carefully considered. [Applause.]

Mr. ROBINSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, how much
time have I left?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 15 minutes.

Mr. ROBINSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10
minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BEg].

Mr. BEE. Mr. Speaker, I do not pretend any profound
knowledge of the facts in this case, but I do wish to make my
appeal to the fair judgment, to the honest judgment, of the Mem-
bers of this House, regardless of their politics, to pause and
consider before they turn from the doors of this Capitol as a
disgraced man Patrick McLane, of Pennsylvania, upon the
record that is made in this case. Mr, Farr, whom I do not
know, a long time Member of Congress, as the gentleman from
Oklahoma [Mr. McCrintic] has called attention, through his
committee, through the county commitiee, when the only con-
test on the Republican side was to elect him, spent $10,000
that we know of. The county Democratic executive committee
of this county, not trained in election contests, not familiar
with the rules of the House with reference to expenditures,
with many candidates for legislative offices in addilion to the
candidacy of Mr. McLane, spent approximately the same
amount, but Mr. Farr's committee, with their trained experi-
ence—and listen, gentlemen on the Republican side of the
House, to the justice of this stafemeni—with only Mr. Farr
involved, expended $10,000. Mr. McLane's committee, with
Alr, McLane and other candidates involved, spent approximately
over $10,000, but the county Democratic executive committes
certified they spent the amount in the election of Patrick Me-
Lane for Congress. The Committee on Elections No. 1 italicizes
that statement to prove that the contestant ought to be seated
in this House,

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BEE. Just one moment. Let me say to you gentlemen
that if every man in this House—and I do not look at anybody,
because I can look anywhere and locate him—who either him-
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self or through his friends for him spent more than the maxi-
mum amount allowed by Congress was unseated, there would
be an exodus from the Congress of the United States equal to
the exodus of the Democrats on the 4th of March. [Laughter.]

If Mr. McLane has violated a corrupt practices act of Penn-
sylvania, a criminal statute, the courts of Pennsylvania are
open for his prosecution. The Senate of the United States has
before it for consideration the election of a Senator from the
State of Michigan, There was no question in the world about
the expenditure of money in large sums beyond the sum allowed
by the laws of Michigan. That gentleman is to-day a Member
of the Senate of the United States, and in the dying days of
this session, in the ebbing days of the Congress, we are asked
to expel an honest Member of this body because his friends
spent a sum in excess of the amount allowed by law. Oh, they
say, he should have had notice of it and that constructive notice
is brought to him, The constructive notice is also brought to
Mr., Farr. B

Here is another thing I want to suggest to you gentlemen.
I believe in giving the under dog a chance. My Democratic
colleagues on this committee have forgotten the rights of this
man. [Applause on Democratic side.] My friends on the
Demoecratic side of that committee have sat in the committee
room and have brought in a report here that puts a stamp of
infamy upon this man without the foundation of fact for it.
[Applause on Democratic side.] They tell you there were
illegal votes cast. Yes; there were illegal votes cast. The
committee says they do not know how many or for whom they
were cast, but they presume they were cast for Mr. McLane.
Let us see. Take Carbondale. There were 13 illegal registered
votes east at Carbondale in the first ward. Seven of them were
voted for Mr. Farr. One testified that he voted for Mr. Mec-
Lane and the other five refused to disclose for whom they voted.
In the fifth ward three illegal votes were found. All of them
were cast for Mr. Farr. Are Mr. Farr's hands So clean that
he can hold them up to high heaven and clothe himself in the
white robe of innocence when under the known testimony in
this ease illegal votes have been cast for him?

My friends on the committee say there were no allegations of
fraud in these ballots, and that that is the reason they did not
open these boxes that contained 4,600 votes. What was the
purpose of the committee? Did the committee merely confine
itself to allegations of fraud made by Mr. Farr? If that is
what they propose to do, well and good. This man, not clothed
with the machinery of office, was not able to make the allega-
tion that there was fraud in the 4,600 votes that he impounded
the election boxes for. I say in answer to the suggestion that
there was no allegation of fraud, that it is the duty of this
committee before they put a stain on the name of a good man
to open those boxes, and let the chips fall where they may. But
when they did not do it, they have no right to put a stain upon
him, How many illegal votes in the 4,600 were there? My
friend from Massachusetis and the other gentlemen talk about
the thousand and six illegal votes that they found, and they
prorate them between the two candidates, and you can take
the record and you will see that the number was largely in
favor of Mr, Farr,

Gentlemen, I realize the die is cast; I realize the verdict is
already written. I hold no brief for this man, but 40 years ago
he came to this country, an immigrant boy from Ireland. He
lived in the city of Scranton among his people. He followed the
humble but very honorable occupation of a locomotive fireman
upon the trains that came into that city. He was selected by
his party to carry the falling standard of Demoecracy in that
district.

He carried that standard to vietory and brought to the bar
of this House the credentials from the election officer of Penn-
sylvania that he had been duly elected. Nearly two years have
passed. In that two years he has sat and exercised his pre-
rogatives and his rights as a Member of Congress. In these
dying days he is turned adrift. This gentleman who contests
his election now and who ran thousands of votes behind his
ticket in the city of Scranton under the committee’s report, was
defeated by his own party for the primary election last year,
comes into this House, and it is proposed upon this character
of record to vote into his pocket $15,000 of the taxpayers'
money, to vote to him $6,400 for clerk hire, to give him mileage
for four sessions of Congress to his home and back, and his
stationery account. I appeal, Mr. Speaker, in the name of fair-
ness, in the name of justice, in the name of common decency,
in the name of honesty, that you gentlemen exercise your judg-
ment as men and cast your vote in favor of the contestee, Pat-
rick McLane. [Applause.]

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massa-
chusgetts has very generously yielded to me 5 minutes of his
time, making 10 minutes.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the time of the debate be extended 30 minutes—half of the time
to be controlled by the gentleman from Massachusetts and half
by the gentleman from North Carolina,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. ROBINSON of North Carolina. Mr, Speaker, I yield five
niinutef]i to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARReTT]., [AD-
plause.

Mr. GARRETT, Mr, Speaker, I trust that in the time that
is remaining to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DAr-
riNGer] he will give to the House more information than has
yet been given upon an aspect in this case which is perhaps the
most important aspect. This report says:

The committee therefore finds that the contestee, Patrick McLane,
must, under the law, be held to have had comstructive knowledge of
expenditures made in excess of the amount permitted under the corrupt
practices act, and for that reason, in accordance with congressional
precedent, he is not entitled to a seat in the Sixty-sixth Congress,

And a resolution in accordance with that is presented, and
upon which we shall first vote. Now, this report recites that
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McLane], the contestee,
contributed some $708, I believe, or something like that. The
report does not state in any place what is contributed to the
campaign fund by Mr. Farr or his party, but we learn from the
debate on the floor that he contributed $2,000. Now, let me ask
how is it that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McLane]
shall be held to have had “constructive knowledge” of an amount
of some $12,000 expended in his behalf and the other gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Farr] is not held to have any con-
structive knowledge of $10,000 expended in his behalf. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.] If we are to place ourselves
upon the ground that one should be unseated because there
has been expended in his behalf more than $5,000, why shall
the rule not apply to the other? Why should that which is
sauce to the Democratic goose not be sauce to the Republican
gander? [Applause on the Democratic side,] What sort of
disposition is it that you are undertaking to show here now?
Are you wishing to lay down such a principle and ask this _
House to commit itself to it, when in the next Congress are to
be gentlemen who have already filed statements showing that
there have been expended in their behalf amounts far in excess
of the law, and permit those gentlemen on the Republican side
to retain seats in the next House while you unseat Mr. McLane
in this Congress.

I do not think the attitude of these gentlemen upon the ques-
tion of prohibition has anything to do with this contest. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.] That which is involved here
goes beyond their views.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expiréd.

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr, Speaker, I have been very much sur-
prised at the attitude of the Democratic side of the House in
absolutely ignoring the members of their own party omn the
Committee on Elections No. 1, men of high standing and char-
acter, who have given their time and thought to an exhaustive
investigation of this case. This is a unanimous report of this
committee, and the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. McCrixTIC],
who spoke for 20 or 25 minutes against the committee’s report,
as long as he was a member of that committee never gave any
intimation but that he agreed with the other members of the
committee. :

Mr. McCLINTIC. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. I have not the time to yield, Mr. Speaker.
I have a lot of things to reply to. The gentleman from Okla-
homa [Mr. McCrixTic] was on the subcommittee with the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr, LuarIiNG], and they went over certain
of these precincts, and at one time the gentleman from Okla-
homa expressed some doubt as to the question of illegal voting,
and he came down to my office, and I showed him the original
voting lists, and he told me that he was satisfied from the
original voting list that a large number of men who had been
permitted to vote were not on the official voting list.

Mr. McCLINTIC. I think the gentleman wants to be fair to
the House. I will admit that that statement the gentleman
has made is true as far as those boxes were concerned, but the
32 boxes that were questioned were never examined by the com-
mittee, and the gentleman knows it.

Mr. DALLINGER. Why should the committee have sent for
those ballot boxes and spent months on them when there is no
contention in the contestee’s brief in regard to any illegality or
fraud in any of those precincts? The request of the contestee
that these 4,600 votes, the returns of which were not questioned
by anyone, should be counted by the committee was simply for
delay. We have investigated every contention in the contest-
ant's brief and every contention in the contestee’s brief. They
were the only contentions relied upon before our committee
either by the candidates or by their counsel.
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Mr. CONNALLY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. I have no time to yield. I decline to yield
further at this time, Mr. Speaker.

Now, in regard to this guestion of expense accounts, the gen-
tlemen on the other side overlook entirely the fact that there
were three accounts filed in the interest of Mr, McLane. Mr.
Farr simply contributed his $2,000 to the Republican county
committee which had charge of the campaign for all the Re-
publican candidates from the State ticket down to local county
officers. Mr. McLane filed his own account, showing seven or
eight hundred dollars. The Democratic county committee filed
a return, the original of which the committee examined, in
which the officials of that committee certify under oath that the
money was spent in the interest of Patrick McLane for Congress.

Mr, FLOOD. How many Republican candidates were there?

Mr. DALLINGER. A large number, State and local.

AMr. FIELDS, Was the gubernatorial candidate in danger?

Mr. DALLINGER. The Republican organization in every
county in Pennsylvania spent money for all the candidates.

AMr, FIELDS. Was the gubernatorial candidate in danger?
Will you answer that question?

Mr. DALLINGER. I decline to yield. The gentleman has
overlooked the fact that in addition to the report of the Demo-
cratic county committee, in which they themselves under oath
said that the expenditures were incurred in behalf of Patrick
McLane, there was a McLane campaign committee, which spent
$11,749.

There was no Farr campaign committee, but there was a Mc-
Lane campaign committee in addition to the Democratic county
committee, and they spent $11,749, the contributors to which
campaign committee were liquor dealers of Lackawanna County
and life-long friends of Patrick McLane, the contestee. Mr, Me-
Lane said he did not know anything about this McLane com-
mittee. The testimony shows that he was in constant consulta-
tion with members and officers of that committee. Bills for
advertising, according to the testimony——

Mr. DEWALT,. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, DALLINGER. I decline to yield. Bills for advertising,
as shown on page 14 of the testimony in this case, were in the
first instances sent to Mr. McLane, directed to his address
in Scranton. When it was found that the bills were likely to
amount to over $5,000, then, they resorted to this expedient of
having a McLane campaign committee so as to evade the corrupt
practices act.

Mr. DEWALT. Mr. Speaker, dofs the gentleman decline to

yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. Yes; I decline to yield further at this
time.

Now, Mr. Speaker, in regard to this question of fraud, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DeEwArr] asked me to give
him some cases. Before the recess I referred him to the
Tague-Fitzgerald case in the present Congress. There is a long
line of congressional and State precedents, including the cases
of Renshaw against Conaghan, 17 district reports, Pennsyl-
vania, T05; Gibbons against Sheppard, 2 Brewster, Pennsyl-
vania 1; Conway against Carpenter, 15 Philadelphia, Pa., 888;
Mann against Cassidy, 2 Philadelphia, Pa., 320; Barber's case,
10 P’hiladelphia, Pa., 579; Duffy's case, 4 Brewster, Pennsyls
vania, 553 ; Blair against Barrett, Thirty-sixth Congress, Rowell,
165 ; Konox against Blair, Thirty-eighth Congress, Rowell, 190;
Howard against Cooper, Thirty-sixth Congress, Rowell, 161;
Washburn against Voorhees, Thirty-ninth Congress, Rowell,
201; Myers against Moffett, Forty-first Congress, Rowell, 285;
McKenzle against Braxton, Forty-second Congress, Rowell, 265;
Giddings against Clark, Forty-second Congress, Rowell, 279.

Now, the committee fizured this case out on every possible
supposition. They first went according to the congressional
precedents and threw out all the precinets where this out-
rageous fraud and illegal voting occurred. That would give
Mr. Farr the clection by a plurality of 2,420 votes.

And I may say incidentally that through an inadvertence
there was left out of the report of the committee the facts in
regard to the first ward of Olyphant Borough, where the ballot
box and the voting list and the poll book and everything else dis-
appeared, and where the generous election officials gave Mr,
Farr 10 votes and Mr. McLane 277 voles. If we had simply
thrown out that precinct alone, according to the congressional
precedents, it would have elected Mr. Farr.

Now, simply taking the 1,000 illegal votes whigh were ab-
solutely proven by the testimony and checked up by the original
voting lists and the poll books, and subtracting them pro rata
from the candidates in accordance with the precedent in the
case of Parley against Walls in the Forty-fourth
(Rowell 305) the contestant John R. Farr is elected by a plu-
rality of 476 votes,

Mr. DEWALT.
gentleman?

Mr. DALLINGER. I decline to yield, I wish I had more
time. Then I would yield to everybody.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the committee, in order to be fair—and
I want to say to the Democratic Members of this House that
these gentlemen who have spoken here recently on the Demo-
cratic side are men who do not know anything about the facts,
who have not investigated the matter as Judge Rosixsoy of
North Carolina and Mr. Braxp of Virginia have—I say in order
to give the benefit of the doubt to this contestee, instead of
throwing out all these precincts where this fraud and this
illegality occurred, we simply threw out those where there was
gross fraud and collusion of the election officers and subtracted
pro rata the illegal votes in the other districts, and that gives
John R. Farr, the contestant, the election by a plurality of
1,454 votes.

Mr. DEWALT. Does the gentleman still decline to yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. I decline to yield, Yes; I will yield to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. DEWALT. With the gentleman's permission——

Mr, DALLINGER. I will yield simply for a question.

Mr. DEWALT. The gentleman says they examined 77 wit-
nesses out of 1,1068. Is that correct?

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman entirely mis-
understood me. I never made any such statement. What [
said was this: That the contestee in the eity of Carbondale
claimed that there were 77 illegal votes.

Mr. DEWALT. And that 77 witnesses had been examined
out of 1,106% X 3

Mr. DALLINGER. Hold on a minute. We were simply talk-
ing about the cityof Carbondale. If the gentleman will give
me time to answer and not interrupt me, I will answer him.
The contestee claimed there were 77 jllegal votes in the city of
Carbondale. We went into every one of those, as we went into
every other one of the contestee’s allegations, and we sub-
tracted the illegal votes from the contestant’s total, where they
hest:iﬂed that they voted for Mr. Farr, and the others pro
ra —_—

Mr. DEWALT. You examined 77 out of 1,106.

Mr. DALLINGER. I can not yield farther.

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield to
me for a legal question about this? I just wanted to ask this
question. The gentleman cited precedents: Is there any prece-
dent where the House unseated a man because he spent too
much money and then seated the contestant? Does not that
merely vacate the seat?

Mr, DALLINGER. Mr, Speaker, this gquestion of the unlaw-
ful expenditure of money was only one phase of the case.

Mr, STEVENSON. I wanted to understand what the position
of this committee was as to that.

Mr. DALLINGER. In the case of Gill against Catlin the
gentleman’s side of the House unseated a Member from the
State of Missourl and seated his Democratic contestant where
there was no evidence at all that he had expended the money.
The evidence only showed that his father and brother had spent
a lot of money, and they charged that he must have had con-
structive knowledge. In this case Mr. McLane had actual
notice, and it was a deliberate, premeditated attempt to violate
the corrupt practices act, and they thought because they filed
the statement of a * McLane campaign conrmittee ” they could
evade the statute passed by Congress,

Mr. STEVENSON. The committee in this case only finds
constructive notice. Is not that the finding?

Mr. DALLINGER. We find, Mr. Speaker, that he had con-
structive notice of everything that the McLane committee and
the Democratic county committee did, based on the evidence
of the actual notice that he did have. That is what we find,
That is altogether different.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, DALLINGER. Yes,

Mr. BANKHEAD. Do I understand that the report of tha
committee justifies the assumption, standing alone, that tha
proof of the expenditure of more money than was allowed by tha
corrupt practices act would be sufficient to prohibit 2 man from
holding a seat in this House? |

Mr. DALLINGER. On the basis of the precedent of Gill
against Catlin, most certainly. 1

Mr. BANKHEAD. I wanted to be clear about that. {

Mr. DALLINGER. Yes. Mr. Speaker, there is no doubt
whatever in this case that there was a violation of the corrupt
practices act. But apart from that, admitting that Mr. McLane
was not at fault at all because of the spending of this vasg
sum of money under the guise of a McLane campaign com-
mittee, which he said he did not know anything about—throw<

Mr. Speaker, may I make an inquiry of the
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ing that all aside, upon the testimony in this case and upon
silent testimony of the voting lists and the poll books——

Mr. CONNALLY rose,

Mr. DALLINGER. I decline to yield—on the testlmony of
the voting lists and the poll books, and the testimony taken
under the statute subject to examination and cross-examination,
going into every allegation in the contestant’s brief and in the
contestee's brief, giving the contestee the benefit of every doubt,
Mr, Farr was elected by a large majority.

Mr. GARRETT rose.

Mr. DALLINGER. I decline to yield, Mr. Speaker. I ask
the attention of the House in these closing minutes. I know
Members are tired and weary, but I simply want to say that
the committee zave this matter the most earnest consideration.
We tried to give the contestee the benefit of every doubt, and I
want to say that as a student of election cases from the begin-
ning down to date, there never was a more outrageous con-
spiracy to defraud an electorate or more gross frauds, in which
the election officials of both parties took part. It was a wet
and dry fight, and Mr. Farr had no friends upon the election
boards in many of these foreign-speaking districts. It was the
most outrageous condition of affairs that I have ever known
to exist in any election case in all my reading. Why, BMr.
Speaker, scores and hundreds of these unnaturalized foreigners
were stopped as they were going along the street and were told
to come up to the election booth. They protested that they
were not naturalized, and the reply was, * Never mind; this is
a wet and dry fight; everybody ecan vote.” And they were
brought up and their bnllots marked for 1hem and these men
testified to that fact.

Boys were induced to come to the polls, bo;s 18 years old, and
to swear to false aflidavits that they were of age, and were
allowed to vote. Hundreds of men were permitted to vote
whose names were not on the voting list, who made no aflida-
vits as required by the laws of the State of Pennsylvania, and
they were allowed to vote by the election officials. The names
of boys who were fighting for their country overseas were
voted upon by collusion of the election officials. This contestee,
who is so solicitous about his rights, in his brief before the
committee asked us to throw out all the soldier vote because the
returns did not comply with all the technicalities of an old
statute passed in 1864. He wanted to disfranchise every sol-
dier in that whole district.

But even if we had done all that he asked, it would not have
altered the result.

Mr. ROSH. A determined, persistent effort has been made

here undertaking to show that Mr. McLane had nothing more

than constructive notice as to the great expenditure of money
in his hehalf. I want to say that on pages 677 and 678 of the
evidence taken in this case it is shown conclusively that Mr.
McLane was present with the committee and discussed with
them the expenditures made in his campaign,

Mr. McCLINTIC. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. * I decline to yield any further.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. McLane did not acknowledge that he
knew anything about the expenditure of that money.

Mr. ROSE. He says he was with the committee nearly all
the time; says so in his own testimony. This should be con-

 clusive.

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts
vield for one question?

Mr. DALLINGER. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT. How can Mr. McLane be held to have con-
structive notice and Mr. Farr not to be held to have constructive
notice?

Mr. DALLINGER. There is no parallel between the two
cases. Mr. Farr had no campaign committee at all. Mr. Farr
simply contributed $2,000 to the regular Republican county
committee, the money being used for all the candidates on the
Republican ticket.

Mr. STEVENSON. Was not that his camnaizn committee?

Mr. DALLINGER. There was a Democratie county commit-
tee, which spent a lot of money, and if they had not filed a re-
turn here and said under their own oaths that it was all spent
for Mr. McLane we would not have considered it.

AMr. McLANE rose.

Mr, DALLINGER. T decline to yield. But in addition to the
Democratic county committee return, in addition to the Me-
Lane personal return, there was the McLane campaign commit-
tee organized according to the gentleman's own admission a
short time before the election which spent over $11,000, and
the testimony shows that he knew all about it.

Mr. McLANE. Did I admit that I consulted with the Me-
Lane campaign committee?

Mr. DALLINGER. No; but the testimony was there.

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Was the McLane campaign
expenditure filed with the Clerk of the House?

Mr. DALLINGER, Yes; amounting to $11,749

Mr, REED of West Virginin. Was the amount expended by
the committee of Mr. Farr filed?

Mr. DALLINGER. No; because it is not required. No
county committee report is required to be filed here; it is only
personal returns of candidates and congressional committee
returns. It was not spent for Mr. Farr alone; it was spent
for all the candidates on the Republican ticket.

Mr. OLDFIELD. Was the report of the McLane campaizn
committee required to be filed here?

Mr. DALLINGER. It was filed here, because they knew that
the mouey was spent solely for Mr. McLane. Mr, Speaker, I
want to call the attention of the House to the fact that the
gentlemen on the other side deliberately ignore the McLane
campaign committee, which expended over $11,000. Why was
the report of that committee filed here? Because they knew
that under the law it should have been filled under MeLane's
personal returns; it was just as much his expenditure as if
he had spent it himself.

Mr. BLAND of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALLINGER. No. Mr. McLane would lll‘l'll]l'all\ have
received these sums from his friends in the liquor busmess,
but when they found that it was over $5,000 they resorted to
the expedient of organizing the McLane campaign cominittee,
figuring thereby to evade the law.

Mr, Speaker, I simply want to say fo the Democratic Mem-
bers of this House that it comes with a poor grace for them
not to stand by the unanimous report of this committee when
the Republican side of the House stood by the unanimous report
of the same committee in the case of the gentleman who now
stands before me, from Missouri [Mr. Braxp]. [Applause on
the Republican side.] When we reported unanimously in favor
of Mr. Major of Missouri and allowed him to keep his seat,
it comes with a poor grace for them to repudiate their own men,
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Rominsox] and Lhe
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Braxp], two able, conscientious,
Democratic Members who have studied this case for weeks
and months, and allow Members who have nof studied the
case to appeal to them to go baek on the record. I trust the
resolution I have offered will be adopted, and that Mr. Farr
will be given the seat that he is entitled fo. [Applause on the
Republican side.] -

Mr, McCLINTIC. Mr, Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, McCLINTIC. I want to know if a motion would be in
order to recommit the report on the Farr and McLane ease to
Election Committee No. 1 with instructions to examine the
other 32 boxes of ballots?

The SPEAKER. It is not in order now.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Would a motion be in order?

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered by

eement.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Then, can I offer a substitute for the re-
port?

The SPEAKER. Not after the previous question is ordered,
and the previous question was ordered by unanimous consent.

Mr. WINGO. A parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WINGO. Does the Speaker rule that a motion to recom-
mit will not lie after the previous question is ordered?

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not snre about that.

Mr. WINGO. I think the Chair will find ﬂmt a motion to
recommit is in order in all cases.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of any reason why
a motion to recommit would not be in order. The Chair will
be glad to hear anyone to the contrary.

Mr. McCLINTIC. My, Speaker, I send up the motion and
ask that it be reported.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, there are two provisions
in the rules with reference to a motion to recommit. I have but
one of them in my hand at this moment, and that is the one to
which the gentleman made reference, providing that a motion
to recommit shall be in order after the previous question is
ordered. That rule provides that after the previous question
shall have been ordered on the passage of a bill or joint reso-
lution one motion to recommit shall be in order.

Mr., McCLINTIC. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that my motion be reported.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr. Spenker, the other rule in refer-
ence to a motion to recommit is Rule XVII, where it is pro-
vided :
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It shall be in order, pending the mntion for or after the

question shall have been ordered on !mfe
entertain and submit a motion. to l‘ecomm t, with
tions, to a standing or select committee,

In the Manual is this statement, under No. 790 :

The motion to recommit under this rule applies to resolutions of the
House alone as well as to bills.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, it has been held, and, of course,
the Chair is familiar with the practice, that it is*in order to

previous

for the Speaker to
or without instrue-

recommit a conference report to the committee of conference.
Itule XVII, to which the gentleman refers, provides that the
previous question may be asked and ordered upon a single
motion, a series of motions allowable under the rules, or an
amendinent or amendments, or may be made to embrace all
authorized motions or amendments and include the bill to its

passage or rejection.

The SPEAKER

other side.

Mr, DUPRE,
ihe other side.
The SPEAKER.

The Chair desires to hear argument on the

Mr. Speaker, there seems to be no argument on

A decision in Hinds' Precedents seems to
hold that in an election case it is in order to recommit.
Chair thinks the motion is in order.

The

The gentleman from Okla-

lioma offers a motion, which the Clerk will report,
'1‘he Clerk read as follows:
McCLINTIC moves that the report in the Farr against McLane
mntested case be recommitted to the Committee on Elections No. 1,
with instructions to examine the tally sheets and the registration lists
in the 32 boxes impounded by a court order under date of April 5, 1919,

on the prayer of the contestee,

and to report back to the House when

all of the testimony and facts }:'mve been properly considered.
Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. MANN of Illinois.
Mr. McCLINTIC.

Oh, the gentleman ean not debate it.
I understood I had 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
‘man from Oklahoma.

The question was taken.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas

and nays.

The yeas and nays were orde;rd,
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 120, nays 161,

answered “ present ™ 2, not voting 145, as follows:
YEAS—120,

Almon Cullen -« Keller Parrish
Aswell Dayis, Tenn, Kincheloe I’helan
Tabka Dewalt ampert Quin
Tiankhead Drane Lanham Raker
Darkley Dupré Lankford Rayburn

- Bee Eagan Larsen Romjue
RBell Eagle Lazaro Rouse
Tlack Evans, Mont, Lea, Calif. Sabath
Iland, Mo. Flelds Lee, Ga. Sherwood
]tawling Fisher Lesher Sisson

Flood Linshicum Smithwick
:ltra nd Gallagher MeAndrews Steagall
Briges Galllvan MeClintic Stedman
Drinson Ganly McDuflie Stephens, Miss,
Juchanan Gard MeGlennon Stevenson
Rurke Garrett McKeown Btoll
Iyrnes, 8. C. Godwin, N. C. Mansfield humners Tex.
Biyrns, Tenn, Goodykoontz Martin
Campbell, Pa Hardy, Tex. Mays Tsﬁ]or Colo.
Cantrill Hastings Mead man
Caraway Ila yden Milligan haw
Carew r' Minahan, N. J. V nson
Carss Hol and Nelson, Mo. Weaver
Carter Humphreys O'Connell Welling
Casey Igoe O’'Connor Wilson, La
Clark, Fla. .Tﬂcowa{ 1dfiel Wilson, Pa.
Cleary James, Va Oliver Wingo
Coady Johnson, Ky. Overstreet Woods, Va,
Collier Johnson, Migs. Padgett Wright
Connally Jones, Tex. Park Young, Tex,
NAYS—161.

Ackerman Dallinger Hawlcy Lehlbach
Anderson Darrow Hays Little
Andrews, Nebr.,  Davis, Minn. Hernandez Luce
TIarbour Dempsey Hickey Luhring
Begg Dickinson, Towa Hicks MecArthor
Benhnm Dowell Hoch MecCulloch
Eland, Ind. Echols Houghton MeLaughlin, Mich.
Bland, Va. Elliott Hnlin%’a Man.ughlin Nebr,
Elanton Emerson Hull, Towa MeLeod
Doies Esch Hutchinson McPherson
Dowers Evans, Nebr, Ireland MaeG regur
Brooks, 111, Fairfield Johnson, 8. Dak. Mag
Brooks, Pa. Fess Johnson, Wash. Mlmn- 1L
Burdick Focht Juul Mapes
Burronghs Forduney Kearns Mason
Tutler Foster Keliey, Mich, Michener
Campbell, Kans, French Kendall Miiler
Chindblom Fuller Kiess - Monahan, Wis.
Christopherson Good I{inﬁ Mondell
Cooper Green, Towa Kinkaid Moore, Ohio
Crago Greene, Mass, ©  Kleczka Moores, Ind.
Cramton Greene, Vt. Knutson Mott
Crowther Griest Kraus Mudd
Curzie, Mich. Hadley Langley Newton, Minn,
Dale Hardy, Colo. Layton Newton, Mo.

Ogden Rose Strong, Pa. Walsh
Osborne Rowe Summers, Wash, Ward
Perlman Banders, Ind. Sweet Wason
Porter Sanford Swindall Watson
Rag‘cllﬂe g.chnll %wo e " Webster

amsey ells aylor, Tenn, Wheeler
Randall, Calif.  Shreve Pemple White, Kans.
Randall, Wis, Biegel Thompson Willlam
teber Sinnott Timberlake Wilson, TII.
Reed, W. Va. 8l mﬁ Tincher Winslow
Rhodes Smith, Idaho Tinkham Wood, Ind.
Rickeits Smith, 111 Treadway Woodyard
Riddick Smlth Mich, Vaile Young, N, Dak.
Robinson, N, C.  Snell Vestal
Robsion, Ky Snyder Yoi
Rogers Stephens, Ohio Yol

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—2.
Dominick Nolan
NOT VOTING—I145.

Andrews, Md. Fish Lonergan Riordan
Anthony Frear Longworth Itodenberg
Ashbrook Freeman Lufkin Rowan
Ayres Gandy McFadden Rubey
Bacharach Garner McKenzie Rucker
Baer Glynn McKiniry Sanders, La.
Benson Gomrnf]c McKinley Sanders, N, Y.
Britten Goodal McLane Beott
Browne Goodwin, Ark. Madden Scully
Brumbaugh Gould Maher Sears
Caldwell Graham, Tl Major Sims -
Candler Graham, Pa. Mann, 8, C. Sinclair
Cannon Griffin Merritt Small
Clark, Mo. Flamill Montague Smith, N. X.
Classon Hamiiton Moon Btoele
Cole Harreld Mooney Steenerson
Cople{ Harrison Moore, Va. Stiness
Costello Haugen Morin Strong, Kans,
Crisp Hersey Murphy Sullivan
(‘urr\ Calif. |, Hersman Neely Taylor, Ark,
Davey Hill Nelson, Wis Thomas
Denison Howard Nicholls Tilson
Dent Huddleston Olney Towner
Dickinson, Mo, Hudspeth Paige Vare
Donovan Hull, Teun, Parker Venable
Dooling Husted Patterson Volstead
Doremus James, Mich. Pell Walters
Doughton Jefferis Peters Whatkins
Drewry Johnston, N. Y. Pou Welty
Dunbar Jones, Pa, Purnell Wha'ley
Dunn Kahn Rainey, Ala. White, Me.
Dyer Kelly, Pa, Rainey, Hpnr‘ T. Wise
Edmonds Kennedy, Towa Rninov John W. Yates
Ellsworth Kennedy, R. 1. Ramsever Zihlman
Elston Kettner Ransley
Evans, Nev. Kitchin Repvis
Ferris Kreider Reed, N. Y.

So the motion to recommit was rejected,
The Clerk announced the following additional I!‘liI’S'

On the vote:
Mr,
My,
Mr.
Mr,
Mr,
Mur.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
(against).

New York

(for) with

Rucker (for) with Mr, TlobEnsere (against).
RiorpaN (for) with Mr. Frear (against).
Nicrorrs (for) with Mr. LvrFriN (against).
Doaixick (for) with Mr, Dyer (against).
Mauer (for) with Mr. Parrerson (against).
Dooring (for) with Mr. PurneLn (against).
GororoaLE (for) with Mr. BacHARACH (against).
SteELe (for) with Mr. Kremer (against).
JoHNsTON oOf

Mr. DexisoN

Mr. McKixiry (for) with Mr. BrowxsE (against).
Mr. Symira of New York (for) with Mr. Curry of Caleorniu

(against).

Mr, SurrivAn (for) with Mr, Core (against).
Mr, Doxovax (for) with Mr. HerseEy (against).

General
Mr,
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr,
Mr,
Mr.
My,
Mr.
Mr,
Mz,
AMr.
My,
Mr.
Mr.

pairs:
Tinsox with Mr. Howagp.
LoxaworTH with Mr. MONTAGUE.
AxTHONY with Mr. Pou.
Freesanx with Mr. CANDLER.
Zraryman with Mr, OLNEY.
MererrT with Mr. WHALEY.
VorstEAD With Mr. Avees.
Axprews of Maryland with Mr. BENSON.
WaiTE of Maine with Mr. DREWRY.
Joxes of Pennsylvania with Mr. Harrison,
Parce with Mr, SarArrn.

Ransever with Mr, VENABLE.
Strone of Kansas with Mr, DAvEY,
RANsLEY with Mr. MaJgog.

Scorr with Mr. DovcHTON,

. PETERS with Mr.
. NELsox with Mr. PELL.

*, McFADDEN with Mr, Crisp.

*. Epatoxps with Mr. Sias.

. Caxnon with Mr. Moore of Virginia,

. JEFFERIS with Mr. HUpbLESTOXN.

. MureHY with Mr Tavior of Arkinsas.
. Parxer with My, Warkixs,

GARNER,
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Mr. SiNcrar with Mr, DENT.

Mr. McKEnzIE with Mr. ASHBROOK.

Mr. KELry of Pennsylvania with Mr. Hurt of Tennessee.

Mr. PELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote.

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening
when his name was called?

Mr, PELL. I do not think I got in in time; I do not know
who they were calling when I came in.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring himself
within the rule.

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker,.I would like to ask if Mr,
Dyrer is recorded?

The SPEAKER. Ie is not recorded.

Mr. DOMINICK. Then I will ask to withdraw my vote of
*aye” and be recorded as present, as I have a pair with him.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER., The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Speaker, may we have tluat reported
again?

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That Patrick McLane was not elected a Member of the
House of ﬁepreszntntives from the tenth congressional district of the
Elts;tteho:?_e1 Pennsylvania in this Congress and {s not entitled to retain a
Bea}ées:lvsg‘ That John R. Farr was duly elected a Member of the
House of ﬁepresentntjves from the tenth congressional district of the
State of Pennsylvania in this Congress and is entitled to a seat herein,

Mr. McARTHUR. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. McARTHUR. Are not these two separate pesolutions?

The SPEAKER. They are, if any gentleman desires them
separated.

Mr., McCLINTIC. DMr. Speaker, I ask for a division of the
resolution.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands a division of the
resolution. The question is on the first resolution.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced the ayes
seemed to have it ]

Mr, McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 161, nays 113,
answered “ present” 4, not vpting 150, as follows:

Mr.
. (against).

(against).

with Mr,

So the resolution was agreed to,

The Clerk announced the following additlonal pairs:
On this vote:

l- Mr. RopExsrra (for) with Mr. Rucker (against).

Mr. LurxiN (for) with Mr. Nicnorrs (against).

Mr, Dyer (for) with Mr. DomiNick (agalinost).

| Mr. ParrersoN (for) with Mr. Maner (against).

| Mr. BacuaracH (for) with Mr. GorvrodLE (against).

Mr. Keemer (for) with Mr. S8teeLe (against).

Dexisox (for)

Humphreys Linthicum Park Tagne
Igoe MeClintie Parrish Taylor, Colo.
Jacmg McDuffie Pell Tillman
James, Va. MeGlennon Phelan Upshaw
Johnson, K{. cKeown uin Yenable
Johnson, Miss, Mansfield yburn Vinson
ones, Tex. Martin Romjue Weaver
Keller Mays Rouse Welling
Kincheloe Mead Sabath Wilson, La.
pert M isson Wilson, Pa.
Lanham Minahan, N.. J Bmithwick Wingo
kford Nelson, Mo. Steagall Woods, Va
Larsen O'Connell Stedman Wright
Zaro 0'Connor Btephens, Miss. Young, Tex,
Lea, Calif Oldfield Stevenson
Lec, Ga. Overstreet Stoll
Lesher Padgett Sumners, Tex,
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—4.
Dominlck Goodykoontz Hardy, Tex. Nolan
NOT VOTING—1350.
Andrews, Md, Fish Erelder Reavis
Anthony Frear Langley Reed, N. Y.
Ashbrook Freeman Lonergan Riordan
Ayres Garner Longworth Rodenberg
Bacharaeh Glynn Lufkin Rowan
Baer Goldfogle McAndrews Rubey
Benson Goodall MeFadden Rucker
Britten Gomrx‘?'in. Ark. McKenzie Sanders, La.
Browne Gou MeRiniry 8anders, N. Y.
Brumbaugh Graham, IlL McKinley tt
Caldwell Graham, Pa. McLane Scully
Candler Griffin Madden Sears
Cannon Hamill Maher Bherwood
Clark, Fia, - Hamilton fajor Sims
Clark, Mo. Ilarreld Mann, 8. C. Small
Classon Harrison Merritt Smith, N, Y.
Cople, Hangen Montague Bteele
Costello Hayden Moon Steenerson
risp Hersey Mooney Stiness
Curry, Calif, Hersman Moore, Va. Btrong, Kans.
Davey Hill Aforin Sullivan
Denison Holland Murphy Taylor, Ark,
ont Howard Neery homas
Dickinson, Mo. Huddleston Nelson, Wis. Tilson
Donovan Hudspeth Nicholls Towner
Dooling Hull, Tenn. Oliver Vare
Doremus Husted Qlney Volstead
Doughton James, Mich, Osborne Walters
Drewry Jefferis T"aige Watking
Dunbar Johnston, N. ¥.  Parker eltf
Dunn Jones, Pa. Patterson Whaley
Dyer Kahn Peters White, Me,
Edmonds Kearns Pou Williams
Ellsworth Kelly, Pa. Rainey, Ala. ise
Elston Kennedy, Towa Ralney, Henry T. Yates
Evans, Mont. Kennedy, R. I, Rainey, John W, ' Zihlman
Evans, Nev. Kettner Ramseyer
Ferris Kitchin Ransley

JounsTon of New York

Mr. BrowxE (for) with Mr. McKismy (against).
Mr. Curry of California (for) with AMr. Ssmira of New York

Mr, CorLe (for) with Mr, SurLivax (against).

Mr. Hemsey (for) with Mr. Doxovay (against).

Mr, Frear (for) with Mr, Riorpax (against),

Mr. Wirriaams (for) with Mr. McA~xprews (agninst).
Mr. Laxerey (for) with Mr. Crark of Florida (against).
Until further notice:
Mr. Osporxe with Mr. Haroy of Texas.
Mr. AnTHONY with Mr. Pou.

Mr. Geramay of Illinois with Mr. HAYDEN.
Mr. HavgeN with Mr, OLiven.

b Mr. STeENERsoN with Mr. Horraxp,

Mr. Towser with Mr. SHERWOOD.

YEAS—161.

Ackerman Foster MeLeod Stegel
Anderson French McPherson Sinclalr
Andrews, Nebr, Fuller MaeGregor Sinnott
Barbour Good Magee Slem

B Green, Iowa Mann, Smith, Idaho
Bmam Greene, Mapes Smith, 111,
Bland, Ind, Greene, Vt. Mason Smith, Mlch,
Bland, Va. Griest Michener Snell
Blanton Hadley iller Soyder :
Boies Hardy, Colo, Monahan, Wis.  Stephens, Ohlo
Bowers Hawley ell Streng, Pa.
Brooks, 111 Hays Moore, Ohlo Summers, Wash,
Brooks, Pa. Hernandez Moores, Ind Sweet
Burdick Hickey Mott Swindall
Burroughs Hicks Mudd Swolpe
Butler Hoch Newton, Minn., Taylior, Tenn,
Campbell, Kans, Houghton Newton, Mo, Temple
Chindblom / Tullnfs Ogden Thompson
Christopherson  Hull, Iowa Perlman Timberlake
Cole Hutchinson Porter Tincher
Cooper Ireland Purnell Tinkham
Crago ! Johnson, B, Dak. Radcliffe Treadway
Cramton Johnson, Wash, Raker Vaile
Crowther Juul anse{ Vestal
Currie, Mich. Kelley, Mich, Randall, Calif. ° Vol

Dale Kendall Randall, Wis. Vol
Dallinger wikless Walsh
Darrosv Kin Reed, W. Va Ward

Davis, Minn. Kinkaid Rhodes Wason
Dempsey Kleczka Ricketts Watson
Dickinson, Towa Knutson Riddick Webster
Dowell raus Robinson, N. C. Wheeler
Echols Layton Robslon, Ky. White, Knns.
Elliott Lehlbach Wilson, IlL
Emerson Little Rose Winslow

ch Luce Rowe Wood, Ind.

Evans, Nebr, Luhring Sanders, Ind. Woodyard
Fairleld McArthur Sanford Young, N. Dak.
Fess MeCulloch Schall

Focht McLaughlin, Mich.Sells

Fordney McLaughlin, Nebr.Shreve

NAYB—113.

‘Almion Briggs Casey Fields
Aswell Brinson Cleary Fisher

Babka Buchanan Coady Flood
Bankhead Burke 'ollier Gallagher
Barkley Byrnes, 8, C. Connally Gallivan

Bee Byrns, Tenn, Cullen Gandy

Bell Camphell, Pa. Davis, Tenn, Ganly

Black Cantrill walt Gard

Bland, Mo. Carnway Drane Garrett
Bowling Carew Thupré Godwin, N, C,

o0x Carss Kagan Hastings

Brand Carter Eugle Hoey

Mr. Kgarys with Mr. KerTNER.

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, is Mr. Dyer recorded?

The SPEAKER. Ile is not.

Mr. DOMINICK. I desire to withdraw my vote of “nay”
and answer “present,” as I am paired with that gentleman.

Mr., HARDY of Texas. Mr, Speaker, inasmueh as I am paired
with the gentleman from Californin [Mr, Ossorxe], I wish to
| withdraw my vote of “nay ™ and answer “ present.”

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The vote now comes on the second resolu-
| tion, which the Clerk will again report.

The Clerk read as follows: 5

Resolved, That John R. Farr was duoly elected a Member of the

House of Representatives from the tenth congressionnl distr® «t of the
¥ State of Pennsylvania In this Congress and Is enmtitled to a seut herein.
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The question was taken on the resolution, and the Speaker
announnced that the ayes seemed to have it.
Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered,

Ackerman
Anderson
Andrews, Nebr,
%:arhour

eg]
Benﬁam
Bland, Ind.
DBland, Va.
llanton
Holes
Bowers
Brooks. 111,
Brooks, Pa.

Durroughs
Butler
Campbell, Kans.
Chindblom
Christopherson
Cole

Cooper

Crago

Cramton
Crowther -
Currie, Mich.
Dale

Dallinger
Darrow

Davis, Minn.
Dempsey
Denison
Dickinson, Towa
Dowell

Elliott

Evans, Nebr,
Fairfield
Fess

Focht

Almon
Ashbrook
Aswell
Bablka
Bankhead
Barkley
Bee

Black
Bland, Mo.
Bowling
B

riggs
Drinson
Buchanan
gurke f.0

rnes, « L

R;rns. Tenn,
Campbell, Pa.
Cantrill
Uariway
carew

Connally

Dominick
Hardy, Tex.

Andrews, Md.
Anthony
Ayres
Bacharach
aer
Bell
Benson
Brand
Iiritten
Lrowne
Brumbanugh
Caldwell
Candier
Cannon
Clark, Fla.
Clark, Mo.
Classon
Cleary
(Tople[y
Costello
Crisp
Curry, Calif.
Davey
Dent
Dickinson, Mo.
Donovan
Dooling
Doremus
IDoughton
Drewry

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 158, nays 106,
answering * present ” 5, not voting 159, as follows:
YEAS—1358,

Fordney McLaughlin, Mich.Sineclalr
Foster MeLaughling Nebr,Sinnott
French McLeod Smith, Idaho
Fuller McPherson Smith, I1L
Good MacGregor Smith, Mich
Green, Iowa Magee Snell
Greene, Mass, Mann, 111, Snyder
Greene, VL. Mapes Stephens, Ohlo
Griest Mason Strong, Pa.
Griffin Michener Summers, Wash.
Hadley Miller Sweet
Hardy, Colo. Monahan, Wis. Swindall
Hawley Mondell Swope .
Hays Moore, Ohio Taylor, Tenn.
Hernandez Moores, Ind. Temple
Hickey Mudd Thompson
Iicks Newton, Minn, Tiison
Hoch Newton, Mo. Timberlake
Houghton Ogden Tincher
llullni;s Parter Tinkham
Hull, Iowa *urnell Treadway
Hutchinson Radeliffe Vaile
Ireland .llamselv Vestal
Johnson, 8. Dak. Randall, Calif, Voigt
Johnson, Wash. Randall, Wis, Volk
Juul Reber Walsh
Kelley, Mich. Reed, W, Va. Ward
Kendall Rhodes Wason
Kiess Ricketts Watson
Kinkald Riddick Webster
Kleczka Hobinson, N. C.  Wheeler
Knutson Robsion, Ky. White, Kans,
Kraus Rogers Wilson, Il1.
Layton Rose Winslow
Lehlbach Rowe Wood, Ind.
Little Sanders, Ind. Woodyard

uce Schall Young, N, Dak,
Luhring Bells Zihlman
McArthur Shreve
McCulloch Siegel

NAYS—1086.

Cullen Larsen Quin
Davis, Tenn. Lazaro Raker
Dewalt Lea, Calif. Rayburn
Drane Lee, Ga. Romjue
Dupré Lesher Rouse
Eagan Linthicum Sabath
Eagle MecClintie Sigson
Fields MeDuflie Smithwiek
Fisher MeGlennon Bteagall
Flood McKeown Stevenson
Gallagher Mansfield Btoll
Gallivan Martin Sumners, Tex.
Ganly Mays ague
Garrett Mead Tn{lor, Colo.
Goodvkoonts Milligan Tillman
1Tastings Minahan, N. J. Venable
Hoey Nelson, Mo. Vinson
Tumphreys 0'Conuell Weaver

goe O’Connor Welling
.lacowa{_ Oldtield ‘Wilson, La.
James, Va. Overstreet Wilson, Pa.
Johnson, 5{. Padgett Wingo
Johnson, Miss.  Park Woods, Va
Jones, Tex. Parrish Wright
Kincheloe Pell Young, Tex.
Lanham Perlman
Lankford Phelan

ANSWERED *“ PRESENT "—5.
Nolan Osborne Stephens, Miss,
NOT VOTING—1359.

Dunn Hin McLane
Dyer Holland Madden
Echols Howard Maher
Edmonds Huddleston Major
Ellsworth Hudspeth Mann, 8. C,

Iston Hull, Tenn. Merritt
Evans, Mont, Husfed Montague
ivans, Nev. James, Mich. Moon
Ferrls Jefferls Mooney

ish Johnston, N. Y. Moore, Va.
Frear Jones, Pa, Morin
Freeman Kahn Mott
Gandy Kearns Murphy
Gard Keller Iy
Garner Kelly, Pa. Nelson, Wis.
Glynn Kennedy, Iowa Nicholls
Godwin, N. C, Kennedy, R, I. Oliver
Goldfogle Kettoer Olney
Goodal Kiugh Pai
Goodwin, Ark, Kitchin Parker
Gould Kreider Patterson
Graham, I11, Lampert Peters
Graham, Pa, Langley Pon
Hamill Lonergan Rainey, Ala.
Hamilton Longworth Rainey, Henry T.
Harreld Lufkin Rainey, John W,
Harrison MeAndrews Ramseyer
Haugen MeFadden Ransley
Hayden McKenzie Reavis
Hersey McKiniry Reed, N, Y.
Hersman McKinley Riordan

Dunbar

Rodenberg Hears Stiness ‘Walters
Rowan Bherwood Strong, Kans, Watkins
Rubey Sims Sullivan Welty
Rucker Slem Taylor, Ark, Whaley
Sanders, La. Smal Thomas White, Me.
Sanders, N. Y. Smith, N. Y. Towner Williams
Sanford Stedman Upshaw Wise
Scott Steele Vare Yates
Scully Steenerson Volstead

So the resolution was agreed to,

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

Mr. Saxvorp (for) with Mr, Berr (against). '

Mr, Scexp (for) with Mr, STEPHENS of Mississippl (against),

Mr, Kremer (for) with Mr. STeerE (against).

Mr. Dyer (for) with Mr. DoaNick (against).

Mr. Curry of California (for) with Mr, SyrrH of New York
(against).

Mr. RopExBERG (for) with Mr. Rucker (against).

Mr. Frear (for) with Mr. RiorpAx (against).

Mr, Lurkix (for) with Mr. NicHoLLS (against).

Mr. LanGrey (for) with Mr, Crark of Florida (against).

Mr, Core (for) with Mr. SurLivan (against).

Mr., PatrersoN (for) with Mr. Mankr (against).

Mr. WiLLiays (for) with Mr. McANDEREWS ( against).

Mr. BrowxsE (for) with Mr. McKiNiry (against),

Mr. BacHarAcr (for) with Mr, GoLpFogLE (against),

Mr. Hersey (for) with Mr. DoNovAN (against),

Mr. Vorsteap (for) with Mr. JounNstoN of New York
(against).

Additional pairs:

Mr, OseorNE with Mr. Harpy of Texas,

Mr. AnTHONY with Mr. Pou.

Mr, KeLier with Mr. Braxp.

Mr. LAMPERT with Mr. UrPsHAwW.

Mr. Kine with Mr, Oriveg.

Mr, Morr with Mr, STEDMAN.

Mr. Kerry of Pennsylvania with Mr. Tayroz of Arkansas.

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman from Mis-
souri, Mr. DyEg, recorded as voting?

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded.

Mr, DOMINICK. I wish to withdraw my vote of “nay”
and vote “ present,” as I was paired with the gentleman from
Missouri, and I wish to make the same announcement that I
made on the other vote. p

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded,

On motion of Mr, DALLINGER, o motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. WOOD of Indiana, by direction of the Committee on
Appropriations, submitted for printing, under the rule, the con-
ference report and accompanying statement on the bill (L R.
15543) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and
Judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1922, and for cther purposes.

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani-
mous consent that action on the Senate amendment No. 58,
which is the amendment whereby the Senate has inserted an
authorization for the sale of $200,000,000 of farm-loan bonds, be
postponed for consideration until Tuesday. By that means I
think it possible that we can get this conference report up to-
morrow, and get along with it so that it can be coneluded before
the end of the session. g

Mr. SISSON. Reserving the right to object, I have no ohjec-
tion to that being done. In fact, I think that by taking the bill
back to conference with that one amendment to come back to
the House, as I understand it, to be voted on on Tuesday——

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Yes——

Mr. SISSON. The bill then can be agreed to, or could be
agreed to, and the engrossing clerk can engross all the hill
except that page.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Is it the intention to take the bhill
back to conference before Tuesday?

Mr. SISSON. I understand we shall take the bill back to

conference——
Mr. MANN of Illinois. You can not without this amendment
to it. =

Mr. WOOD of Indiana.
much progress.

Mr. SISSON. The point the gentleman from Illinois makes is
that the whole report will have to be made.

- Mr. MANN of Illinois. You can have an understanding.

Mr. SISSON. It can be made with the understanding tha*
the items can be brought back to the House on Tuesday. The
understanding is that we will not recede, but get a vote on it in
the House.

Even so, we will have made that




3912

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 25,

Mr. MANN of Illinois. The understanding would be if the
bill comes up to-morrow or Monday that formally we would
further insist on the disagreement to the amendment, and that
the amendment will be brought back to the House for the House
to vote upon on Tuesday, if the conference report comes back
on Tuesday.

Mr. WINGO. I may be in error, but my understanding is
that we ean zo ahead with the conference report with respect
to everything except this amendment, and then, on Tuesday
morning, if the situation required it, the House could express
itself on that one amendment.

Mr. MANN of Illinois, True; but if you send the bill back
for further conference this amendment must go back with it——

Mr. GOOD, On a disagreement.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. That is assuming that the House will further
insist on other amendments also, and that the House will vote
down a motion to concur in this amendment. If the House con-
curs in this amendment, of course, it would not need to go back
to conference.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. The purpose is to wait, as I under-
stand, to see if the Supreme Court should decide the pending
case on Monday, The gentleman says this matter will not be
disposed of in conference, or that the Senate will not recede,
and that it will be brought back to the House if it goes to con-
ference before then.

Mr. SISSON. It insures a vote on that amendment.

Mr. GOOD. You will have a vote on it on Tuesday.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

AMr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the
following titles, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R.15362. An act making appropriations to supply de-
ficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1921, and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes; and

11 . 15441. An act making appropriations for the service of
the Post Office Department for the fiseal year ending June 30,
1922, and for other purposes.

: SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER,

Mr. DARROW. Mr. Speaker, I present the gentleman from
Pennsylvania, Mr. Fazrg, to be sworn in.

Mr. FARR appeared at the bar of the House and took the
oath of office prescribed by law.

Mr. PELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order there is
no quorum present.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call
up the conference report on House bill 14461——

Mr, PELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is no
quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York makes the
point of order there is no quorum present,

ADJOURNMENT.

AMr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 11 o'clock and 50
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned
until Saturday, February 26, 1821, at 11 o’clock a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV,

427. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex-
amination of Damariscotta River, Me, was taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XTIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr, COADY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. IX. 15963) to
amend and reenact the first paragraph of subdivision (a) of
section 209 of the transportation aet, 1920, reported the same
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1860), which
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. FESS, from the Commitice on Education, to which was
referred the bill (H. R. 15853) to amend an act entitled “An
act to provide for voeational rehnhilitation and return to civil
employment of disabled persons discharged from the military or
paval forces of the United States, and for other purposes,” ap-

proved June 27, 1918, as amended by the act of July 11, 1919,
reported the same with amendments, secompanied by a report
(No. 1374), which said bill and report were referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. FOCHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill (8. 2682) for the relief of Blanche Win-
ters, reported the same with an amendment, accompanied by a
report (No. 1261), which said bill and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 16152) to amend an act to
promote the mining of coal, phosphate, oil, oil shale, gus, and
sodium on the public domain, approved February 25, 1920; to
the Committee on the Public Eands.

By Mr. STEENERSON : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 476) to
pay the actual and necessary expenses of James I. Coffey and
Willinm Lufkins in visiting Washington in the interests of the
Chippewa Indians of Minnesota; to the Committee on Indian

Is.

By Mr. McFADDEN : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 477) amend-
ing section 5211 of the Revised Statutes; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Memorial from the Legislature
of the State of Montana concerning the * Gates of the Rocky
Mountains ” and asking that they be set aside as a national
monument ;: to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Memorial from the Leg-
islature of the State of Rhode Island, urging the passage of
legislation now pending in Congress for the benefit of disabled
men of the World War; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. McGLENNON : Memorial from the Legislature of the
State of New Jersey, favoring the passage of House bills 13558,
10845, 14061, and 14157, which contain legislation for the benefit
of the ex-serviee man ; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Memorial from the Legislature of the
State of Arkansas, favoring the construction of a United States
Public Health Service hospital for tubercular cases at Boone-
ville, Ark; to the Committee on Public Builldings and Grounds,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII,
Mr., CANNON introduced a resolution (H. Res, 695) to pay
Arthur Lueas for special janitor services, which was referred
to the Committee on Accounts,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were Inld
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

6057. By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of the Unem-
ployed League of Denver, Celo., asking that public work be
started, so as to give work to the unemployed ; to the Committee
on Appropriations,

6058. By Mr. ACKERMAN : Petition of 109 citizens of RRosellg
Park, N. I., protesting against the passage of the Shith-Towner
educational bill; to the Committee on IBducation.

6059. By Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania: Petition of cer-
tain citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., urging amendment to Volstead
prohibition enforcement act to permit manufacture and sale of
beer and light wines; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

G060. Also, petition of certain citizens and voters of St. Clair
Borough, Pittsburgh, Pa.. protesting against passage of the
Smith-Towner educational bill; to the Committee on Educatlon.

6061. By Mr. EDMONDS : Petition of the Philadelphia Board
of Trade, protesting against the adoption of the metrie system
as provided fer in House bill 15420 ; to the Committee on Coin~
age, Weights, and Measures. :

6062, By Mr. FULLER : Petition of the Illinois Valley Manu-
facturers’ Club, of La Salle, Ill., favoring the establishment of
the metrie system of weights and measures; to the Committee
on Cloinage, Wreights, and Measures.

6063, Also, petition of Rev. F. C. Kruger and the board of
trustees of the Evangelical Protestant Church of La Salle, Ill.,
protesting against the occupation of Germany by French colonial
troops; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
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G064. By Mr. HULINGS: Petition of Branch 422, Ladies
Catholic Benevolent Association of St. Marys, Pa,, protesting
against the passage of the Smith-Towner hill ; to the Committee
on Edueation,

G06G5. By Mr. KAHN : Petition of Bridge Structural and Orna-
mental Iron Workers of S8an Francisco, Calif., relative to re-
sumption of trade with soviet Ilusma' to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

6066, By Mr. LAMPERT : Petitiens from citizens of Oshkesh,
Wis.,, requesting amendment to the Volstead enforcement act,
permitting the manufacture of beer and light wines; also pro-
testing against the so-called Sunday blue laws; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary,

6067. By Mr. MAGEE: Petition of Joseph M. Jacobs and
other citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., profesting against alleged
conditions in the cccupied zone on the Rhine; to the Committee
on Ioreign Affairs.

6068. By Mr. MICHENER: Petition of St. John's Branch
Holy Name Society, of Jackson; San Francis Xavier Parish, of
Ecorse; Ladies' Catholic Benevolent Association, of Hudson;
League of Catholic Women, of Wyandotte; Amaranth Club, of
Jackson ; and sundry protests of individuals, all in the State of
Michigan, against passage of the Smith-Towner bill; to the
Committee on Education.

6069. By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota : Petition of Mrs., W. V.
IP'asko and sundry women of Minneapolis, Minn., opposing pas-
sage of Sheppard-Towner maternity bill; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

G070. By Mr. PAIGE: Petition of Graton Council, No. 84, of
L’Union St. Jean-Baptiste d’Amerique, of Gardner, Mass., pro-
testing against the passage of the Smith-Towner bill; to the
Committee on Education.

0071, By AMr. RANSLEY: Petition of the Philadelphia
Bourse, of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against Federal contrel
of industry; to the Committee on Agriculture.

6072. By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of L'Union St. Jean-Bap-
tiste d’Amerigue, Notre Dame Council, No. 80, of Hudson, Mass,,
protesting against the passage of the Smith-Towner bill; to the
Committee on Edueation.

6073. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of H. C. Fry Glass Co., of
Ttochester, and the Cooperative Flint Glass Co., of Beaver Falls,
both in the State of Pennsylvania, calling nttention to the handi-
cap upon American glass manufacturers due to the tion
of glassware manufactured in foreign countries by child labor;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

6074. Also, petition of convention of State Federation of Penn-
sylvania Women, held at Pittsburgh, Pa., in support of the Shep-
pard-Towner bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign

Commerce.
0075. Also, petition of Branch 663, Ladies' Catholic Benevolent
Association, a, Pa., protesting against the passage of the

Smith-Towner bill; to the Committee on Education.

06076. Also, petition of the Current Events Club of Washing-
ton, Pa., protesting against the enactment of House bill 12466 ;
to the Committee on the Public Lands,

G077. By Mr. VARE: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of
Trade, protesting against the passage of the Federal coal bill
and the Federal live-stock commission bill, and the Mauscle
Shoals project: to the Committee on Agriculture.

6078. Also, petition of the Philadelphia Bourse, prolesting
against Iederal operation of private industries; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture,

SENATE.,
Sarorpay, February 26, 1921,

(Legislative day of Thursday, February 24, 1921.)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m,, on the cxpiration of the
recess,

KERENSEY GOVERNMENT OF RUSSIA,

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the Seeretary of the Treasury, with accompanying
documents, in response to Senate resolution 417, of January 4,
1921, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish the
Senate information as to the use of the funds of the United
States in aid of the so-called Kerensky government of Russia,
which communication was ordered to be printed in the Reconp,

ns follows:
Tae SECRETARY OF THE TREASCRY,
cbruary

Washingten, F 85, #9e1,
8in : Pursuant to Senate resolution 417, I have the honer to furnish

the tol}owin informatien :

uestion Are funds of the United States bﬂngnused cither directly

to support or maintain an embass city of Wash-

d‘lrect’!év
representing the so-called herensky government of Russia,

Ington D.

and, if s0, how much money has been thus expended, and what ao-
therity s there for such ditare ?

in acce the
The funds paid by the United States to the R pur-
chase its ob! became the funds of the Rassian Govern
Am tnru of the Russian Government funds, as
shewn the r@;:mﬂ::!i are d!shurse‘nuntt te support or

by entioned

maintain the Iluuhn Embassy in Wa

Question Was money advanced from the Treasary of the United
States to establish a t on behalf of the Kerensky poverament, and,
it go, in what mount. and for what purpose was it ?

Ama'..uuetf lutheA.unanq)o of the Becretary of the
Treasury 1 Sgcuu pursuance of the sutbority of the
7 | ioan acts, the tnry nt the Treasury did from time to time,
with ent, establish “credits in favor of the
provistml gevmnrnt of l!uma, bat no such cvredits were ished

t 10 the fall of the so-call Kerensky govesnment 111 mbe:
1917, Admmwmmdemthnsm%smw W:nthre'
following dates and in the following ameunts ;
1017,
July 6 33, 000, 000
sy 1 i g
Aug, 22 2, 500, 000
Aug. 24 27, 508, 000
Aug, 30 10, 609, 000
Bept, 235 15, €00, 060
Oct, 2 22, 200, 000
Oct. 11 20,000, 000
Kov. 1 31, T00, PO
Nov. 15 i, 829, 750
187, 729, 750
The proee«ds of the advance of $1.329.750 made on November 135
1817, were simultareously applied by the Russians to th e payment of
interest to the Government e nited States. No a.dunm were

the Unit,
made aftor Nevember 15, 1 !7
As shown in Exhibits 26 and 28, on pages 3358 and 342 of the Annual

Repurt af the Secretary of the Treasary for the fiseal year 1920, re-
cly, the expepditures reported lg the Raossian Government for
period April 6, 1917, te Dmmbt-r 1, 1917, were as follews:
EXPENDITURES.
Munlitisns, fncluding remonsts. §$%8, 698, 6468. IS
Exchange and cotton purchases 53, 186, 352. 79
Toeds 1, 706,909, 48
Other supplies 49, 338, B82. 34
Transportation 2, 155, T6O. 40
Ehipping 1, 8324, C78. 54
Interest - 4,129,761, 62
Maturities = &§, 000, 000, 00
Fo T T RN RS S S R A e S L E e e 3, 041, 5G8. 5D

178, 582, 669. 57
Subsequent te Janwary 1, 1918 further ngndi!\ums for similar itoms
were reported to the amount of “The total upendimres
%ﬂvﬂ for the entire period tro Apﬂl 8. 917, to ecember 15,
1920, were therefore $§228,641,354.46. The R tives
Tecelpts since December 81, 1917. Sg 62.83, Ccrta.!n
of these are doubtless refunds o ts imcin ah“eg the expendi-
tures; and others m{ be the proceeda nm by means of
the expenditures. There is reason meever that & large
ﬁomnn of the receipts are the proceeds of materials by the
o

Question 8: What amount ef moncy, If any the Kerensky gov-
ernment owe to the Government of the United Bta,tesl how is it secured,
what rnte of interest does it bear, and when dees it mature?

Answer Pwmadmmhkussh,mmtedonpnmﬁsotﬂm
anuual u-pm- of ,the of the Tressury for the fiseal year
1\8'20 the Semtary holds tiens of the mhn Government

responding in amoeunt and bearimg the respective dates set forth in
tfhe ﬂore%lné table of ndvances. $Said ebligations are in the form of
certificate indebtedness payable to the United States withoot de-
ductlon as to principal acd mterest for taxes of the debtor Govera-
ment in gold ¢oin of the United States of the presemt standard of
weight and fireness nt the Subtreasury of the Un.lted States in New
York or at the Treasury of the United States in Washington. They are
signed in the name of the provhiona.l ernment of Russia by a repre-
sentative of that Govermment designated fo ihe Treasury by the De-
partment of State as belng authorized to sign them in the name and
on behalf of that Government. Tertain of the certificates were able
nt fixed dates of maturity, all of which are now past, so that they are
new held as demand obligations. The remainder were expressed to be
payable on demand. Certaln of them were e to bear interest
at the rate of 33 per cent per annum and the others at the rate of 43
Fu'mtpe annum, belng the smane rates borme by the obligations
ssped at that time by the Unlted States Government, By arrange-
ment similar to ‘tlw.t made with othrer Governments interest has beea
charged on all an obugu:l.nu slnee May 15, 1918, =at a1 Tate
equivalent to & r cent per anmum on the tefal amount therecf. As
stated on page 07 of my annual report, the amount of i‘ntereqt here-
tofore pald on the above-mentiomed Russian obligations is $4,505,564.15,
bein o Interest \'Ip to November 15, 191‘1’ in full, tog«t'her with a
ﬁul payment of §1.865,925.08 on aceount of the interest which
me due May 15, 1818, and pactial Rgsmmu of §1.390.877.43 on
nccount of the interest which became due November 15, 1018, As
stated on page 5S of the annual report, the Searetary holds a spoeial
fund of 08,506, which is equal te the unpaid balance of the
{nterest mturcd on Russlaa oh]iaﬁms on Alay 15, 1918, and which
it is believed u‘ftlmato!y can gpned in discharge of that balance
and a similar mnd which it is believed will be
plicable unpn blhme ot htemﬂ which became due No-
vember E 9]3. As shown at the same page of the report, the in-
terest accroed anr"l remaining unpaid on the above-mentloned Russian
obligations for the half years ending Novembher 15, 10183 $nl 15,
1919, and A 15, I:Slﬁ,ocm 15,1919, and Nevember 15, 191 April
14, 1920, and May 15, 1920, and October 15, 192 0, and November 15,
151.’0 lmounts in all, aﬁcr deduction of the special funds sbove mentioned,
to 821 187,741.80. For the interest which became «lue November ‘15.
19018, the Treasu.ry holids an obligatiom of thnt date execnted in the
name of the provislonal Government of Russia, payable on demand
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